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Or the Fathers of the third century, Dr. O’Connell adduces, in 
the first place, the testimony of Origen. The passage quoted 
is from the commentary of that Father on the Gospel of St. 
Matthew, and from a portion of it which we possess only in a 
Latin version. I shall give it as before, in juxtaposition with 
Dr. O’Connell’s translation. After noticing one or two inter- 
pretations of the words, “ Ecce hic Christus,” Matt. xxiv. 23, 
Origen proceeds to give another explanation of the manner in 
which our Lord’s prophecy may be supposed to have been ful- 
filled. His words are as follow, which Dr. O’Connell intro- 
duces by remarking, “ In his commentary on the twenty-fourth 
chapter of St. Matthew, Origen has the following observations 
on the words, ‘ Behold here is Christ,’ &e.” :— 


Ecce hic Christus, ecce illic, ostendens 
non Christum, sed aliquem fictum ejus- 


These 
words are fulfilled by pointing out, not 


dem nominis: ut putasecundum Marcio- 
nis doctrinam, et secundum traditiones 
Valentini, aut Basilidis longam fabulosi- 
tatem, aut secundum Apellis adversus 
Paulum testimonium falsum. Erunt 


autem et alii plures qui dicturi sunt dis- 
cipulis ex divinis scripturis, conjun- 
eis suum proprium sensum: 

zece hic Christus, ecce illic, Si autem dis- 


Vou 1848, 


Christ, but some imaginary creature of 
the same name; as for instance, one after 
the doctrine of Marcion, or the teachings 
of Valentinus, 

There 
will be many others, too, who will be 
ready to say to the Disciples, out of the 
Scriptures, adding thereunto their own 
meaning, Behold here is Christ. 
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cerint vobis, Ecce in solitudine, nolite 
exire: ecce in domibus, nolite credere: 
Quidam enim secreta proferentes dicunt 
Ecce in solitudine. Quando enim secre- 
tas et non vulgatus scripturas proferunt 
ad confirmationem mendacii sui, viden- 
tur dicere: Ecce in solitudine verbum 
est veritatis, secrete enim scripture, 
recte solitudines appellantar, in quibus 
aut pauci sunt credentes, aut nullus. 
Quoties autem canonicas proferunt scrip- 
turas, in quibus omnis Christianus con- 
sentit et credit, videntur dicere: Ecce 
in domibus verbum est veritatis. Sed nos 
illis credere non debemus, nec exire a 
prima et ecclesiastica traditione, nec 
aliter credere, nisi quemodmodum per 
successionem ecclesia Dei tradiderunt 


4 


But as often as they bring forward 
canonical scriptures, in which every 
Christian agrees and believes, they seem 
to say, Behold in the houses is the word 
of truth. But we are not to give them 
credit, nor to go out or depart from the 
first and the ecclesiastical traditions, nor 
to beliewe otherwise than according as the 


nobis.* churches of God have by succession trans- 
mitted. 

The omissions in this passage (of which, as usual, Dr. 
O’Connell gives no intimation) have the effect of greatly alter- 
ing its general purport. Instead of quoting it as one of many 
suggested interpretations, or allegorical applications of our 
Lord’s prophecy, Dr. O’Connell represents it as containing 
Origen’s definitive opinion. He omits also the contrast which 
the original so prominently puts forward between the false 
Scriptures of the heretics and the canonical Scriptures of the 
church; and his translation, moreover, is full of inaccuracies. 
“'Traditiones Valentini” he renders “ the teachings of Valentine,” 
as if he thought it desirable to conceal from his hearers the fact 
that the heretics had ¢raditions, as well as Scriptures of their 
own. But be this as it may, we have here a valuable testimony 
from Dr. O'Connell, that the word ¢raditio in the writings of the 
Fathers, does not always mean tradition. Let him only translate 
it in some other passages as he translates it here, and he will, 
in all probability, often come much nearer to the truth. 

But why does he render “ qui dicturi sunt discipulis,” “ who 
will be ready to say to the Disciples?” Does he mean by “ the 
Disciples,” the disciples of our Lord? Or, is this a mere typo- 
graphical error for “ their disciples,” which is evidently the 
meaning? We can afford to give him the benefit of this latter 
supposition. But it is not so easy to make the same excuse for 
his omitting the word divinis in the next clause, and rendering 
“ex divinis Scripturis,” “ out of the Scriptures.” The word is an 
important one, tended by Origen to distinguish between the 
divine or canonical Scriptures, and the pretended Scriptures of 
the heretics. 


These inaccuracies, however, are beside the main question, 


* Origen. Opp. tom, iii. p. 864. Edit, Benedict. 


Fs, 
4 = 
& 
» 
4 
: 
- 2% 
. 
. * 
‘ ; 
(7 
| 
> = 
2 
d 
Tea 
; 
= 


ORIGEN AND RUFFINUS, 6387 


which is this, whether Origen in the foregoing extract has given 
any testimony in favour of Dr. O’Connell’s doctrine, or con- 
demned the “ individual examination of Scripture ?” 

The concluding sentence, which our author marks in italics, 
is probably what he regards as the testimony here given by 
Origen in his favour. But before we proceed to examine the 
value and amount of this testimony, let us take a brief view of 
the whole passage. 

It is a mystical, or allegorical interpretation of our Lord's 
celebrated prophecy, Matt. xxiv. 23—28: and the object of it 
is to prove that the fulfilment may perhaps be found in the 
heresies of Marcion, Valentinus, Basilides, and Appelles. 

These heretics, it is well known, distinguished between Christ 
and Jesus; and therefore directed their disciples to a fictitious 
or imaginary Christ, thus, in effect, saying to them, “ Lo, here 
is Christ, or there.” But this notion of Christ was derived by 
them, not from Scriptures of any kind, but from their own tra- 
ditions, and speculative philosophy. 

Some heretics, however, derived their false Christs from the 
divine Scriptures, to which they gave erroneous interpretations 
out of their own minds ; others from corrupt or spurious Scrip- 
tures of their own. These are, therefore, of two sorts. Some 
tell their disciples, “ Behold, he is inthe desert ;” others, “ Be- 
hold, he is in the houses.” When they adduce secret and un- 
published or unknown Scriptures, in defence of their false doc- 
trine, they seem to say, “ Behold, he is in the desert,” for such 
secret Scriptures, in which few or none believe, may well be 
called a desert. But when they appeal to the canonical Scrip- 
tures, which every Christian receives and believes in, then they 
seem to say, “ Behold, the word of truth is in the houses.” But 
in neither case must we credit them, or go forth to abandon, on 
such assurances, the original tradition of the church, or to be- 
lieve otherwise than as the true churches of God by succession 
have handed down to us. | 

This is a brief paraphrase of the passage quoted by Dr. 
O'Connell, and it is not easy to see in it any “ reprobation of 
an individual examination of Scripture.” 

If, indeed, there be any one so wild as to assert that every- 
body is equally well qualified to interpret the Scriptures ; that 
every fancy or opinion which may, by any ingenuity or imagina- 
tion, be seemingly deduced from an isolated text, or fragment of 
a text, of Scripture, is to be taken as the testimony of Holy 
Writ ; or that we are to read the Scripture, each one in the light 
of his own imagination, without looking for any of the aids which 
learning, and history, and comparison with other ancient writings 
supplies ;—then no doubt the testimony of Origen is decisive 
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against all such ignorant fanaticism; and if this be what Dr. 
O’Connell means by “ individual” examination of the Scriptures, 
we agree with him that it is reprobated, and ought to be repro- 
bated, not only by the ancient Fathers, but by every one of 
common sense. | 

But this is not the doctrine for which the Archbishop of 

Dublin, or any other divine of our church, would contend. The 
Church of England maintains, and has always maintained, as 
fully as Origen did, that we ought not to go forth at the bidding 
of any man, no, not of an angel from heaven, to look for any one 
under the name of Christ, if by so doing we should be compelled 
to abandon the original apostolical tradition of the church, as it 
is handed down to us in Holy Scripture, and summed up in the 
Creed, which is to us the exponent of apostolical tradition. 
This Creed is contained in the three symbols of our faith, which 
the true churches of God by succession have handed down to 
us; and we adopt them therefore as the prima et ecclesiastica 
traditio, the primitive tradition of the church, because they can 
be proved by most certain warrants of Holy Scripture,* which 
is the best and surest test of a true apostolical tradition. Dr. 
O'Connell might easily have found in the writings of our English 
divines, testimonies in favour of this use of the primitive apo- 
stolical tradition, quite as strong as that which he has cited from 
Origen. And yet no person will accuse the theologians of our 
church of discouraging the fullest inquiry into and examination 
of the Scriptures. I shall quote only two or three testimonies 
from some of our best divines, in illustration of this remark. 
The first is from the pen of the learned Dr. Hammond :— 

* It is by all confessed, 1. That the whole Christian Faith hath 
its intire beginning from the preaching of Christ, and the teach- 
ing of the Holy Ghost, who should lead the Apostles into all 
necessary truths ; 2. That the Apostles orally communicated all 
such to all churches of their plantations ; 3. That their writings, 
as far as they are perspicuous, and as they set down these 
Christian doctrines, so far they ought to have force with all 
Christians, the same that their words would have, if they were 
orally conveyed to us, there being no such difference imaginable 
betwixt words written and spoken, and the reading of one and 
hearing of the other, as that one should found certainty of 
belief, and the other be uncapable of founding it. 4. That if 
(on supposition) there be anything in their preachings which 
they delivered as necessary, but committed not to writing, yet in 
case we have this their delivering it competently testified by 
those that heard their preachings, and in case this testification 
of those hearers be plainly and intelligibly conveyed to us by 


* Synod of London, 1562, Art. 8, 
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their own writings, or by the consentient writings of those which 
received it, thus delivered down to them successively from their 
preachings in the several churches, we have then no more reason 
to doubt of the truth of these written testifications, than if they 
who first wrote had orally delivered to us the same things which 
they wrote. 

“ This, then, thus briefly deduced, is the ground why Tradi- 
tion being yielded to be the only Rule of Faith, and that nothing 
is to be imposed as de Fide, and necessary, but what is thus de- 
livered by the Apostles of Christ, we think not this Tradition 
prejudiced or any way weakened, .. .. . by being committed 
to writing.”* 

Again, Bishop Patrick says, “It is a calumny to affirm that 
the Church of England rejects all Tradition; and [ hope, none 
of her true children are so ignorant, as when they hear that 
word to imagine that they must rise up and oppose it. No, the 
Scripture itself is a tradition, and we admit all other traditions 
which are subordinate and agreeable unto that; together with 
all those things which can be proved to be apostolical by the 
general testimony of the church in all ages.” 

And so, also, Archbishop Laud: “ When the Fathers say, we 
are to rely upon Scripture only, they are never to be understood 
with exclusion of Tradition, in what causes soever it may be 
had. Not but that the Scripture is abundantly sufficient in and 
to itself for all things, but because it is deep, and may be drawn 
into different senses, and so mistaken, if any man will presume 
upon his own sense, and go single without the Church.” 

Had Dr. O’Connell accidentally met with any such passages 
as these in an ancient Father, he could not have failed to parade 
them as an unanswerable testimony in his favour. 

For wherever he finds any mention of the testimony of anti- 
quity or of apostolical tradition, he at once concludes that every 
such allusion in any ancient writer is equivalent to a reprobation 
of what he calls the individual examination of the Scriptures. 

Thus, in a note appended to the foregoing extract from 
Origen, he says :— 

“ Rufinus expressly tells us, that St. Basil and St. Gregory 
of Nazianzen, during the thirteen years that they resided at 
Athens, devoted their combined energies to the teaching of 
Holy Writ—explaining them, [sc] however, not of their own 
particular views and opinions, but out of the writings and au- 
thority of the Fathers, who, it was known, had received the rule 
of interpretation from Apostolical Tradition.” 


— 


* The Dispatcher Dispatched. Lond. 1659. 4to, Chap. iii. Of Tradition; sect. 2, 
n. 9, 10. (Works, vol. ii. pp. 232, 233. Fol. Lond. 1684.) 
+ A Discourse about Tradition, Part ii. (Gibson’s Preservat. tit. iv. ¢. 3, p. 203.) 

t Conference with Fisher, p.67. Lond, 1673. 
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Our author has not told us what Ruflinus says this, or where 
he says it; but, | presume, Ruffinus of Aquileia must be in- 
tended ; and that the following passage from the additional or 
eleventh book, usually printed with his Latin version of the 
ecclesiastical history of Eusebius, is what Dr. O'Connell has 
quoted. After mentioning the friendship of St. Gregory and St. 
Basil at Athens, and the success of the former in inducing Basil 
to abandon his secular studies, Ruffinus adds :—“ ibique per 
annos (ut aiunt) tredecim, omnibus Grecorum secularibus libris 
remotis, solis divine scripture voluminibus operam dabant, 
carumque intelligentiam, non ex propria presumptione, sed ex 
majorum scriptis et auctoritate sequebantur: quos et Ipsos ex 
Apostolica successione intelligendi regulam suscepisse con- 
stabat.”* 

Here we find nothing of their “devoting their combined 
energies to the teaching of Holy Writ,” as Dr. O’Connell repre- 
sents the historian to have said. On the contrary, Ruffinus 
praises these eminent Fathers for having cast aside all other 
books, and employed themselves wholly in the study of the 
Scriptures ; that is to say, for giving themselves up entirely to 
that very individual examination of the Scriptures which Dr. 
O’Connell would persuade us was “ reprobated” by the primitive 
church. 

But then, perhaps, he will tell us, there was this great differ- 
ence, that Gregory and Basil did not venture to explain the 
Scriptures out of their own particular views and opinions—(for 
so Dr, O’Connell translates ex propria presumptione)—but out 
of the writings and authority of the Fathers. 

As if any one, even of the wildest of Protestant sects, if they 
were not utter fanatics, ever maintained that we ought to in- 
terpret the Scriptures out of our own particular views and 
opinions. 

Moreover, the reader will observe that Ruffinus says nothing 
of their attempting to explain the Scriptures to others, but only 
of their seeking to understand them themselves,—earum intel- 
ligentiam sequebantur. Their own individual edification and 
information was their object.- And the historian praises them 
for adopting the best means of attaining this object that were 
within their reach. ‘They sought to understand the Scriptures, 
he says, not by their own conjectures as to its meaning, but by 
the aid afforded them by the writings and authority of such 
ancient Christians as were believed to have received the true 
interpretation wy succession from the Apostles. t 
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l. xi. cap. 9. 
t It may seem searcely worth remarking that Dr. O'Connell renders ex apostolica 
suecessione, “from apostolical tradition.” But this inaccuracy is nevertheless of im- 
portance, as indicating a want of skill in the language of Christian antiquity. The 
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And what is this but the very rule for the right understanding 
of Holy Scripture, which the Church of England lays down and 
exemplifies by her own practice. The rule is laid down in the 
canons of 1571, subscribed by all the bishops of England, in the 
following words :— 

“ But especially they [Preachers] shall be careful to teach 
nothing in their sermons, to be religiously held and believed by 
the people, but what is agreeable to the doctrine of the Old or 
New Testament, and which the Catholic Fathers and ancient 
bishops have collected out of the said doctrine.”* 

And for the exemplification of this rule I may refer, not only 
to the sermons and other didactic writings of our best divines, 
but also to the Book of Homilies, prepared by public authority 
as a substitute for sermons; in which it will be found that the 
ancient Fathers and catholic bishops are continually appealed 
to and quoted, not as a co-ordinate authority equal to the Word 
of God, but as a help to ascertain the right interpretation of 
Holy Writ; and that, in fact, exactly the same use is made by 
us of their writings, which Ruffinus describes Gregory and Basil 
to have. made, in their efforts to understand the Scriptures for 
themselves. 

To examine the Scriptures, with a view to ascertain their true 
meaning, implies the use of every fair and accessible help. The 
writings of the Fathers are amongst the most obvious sources of 
information, and the fact that they lived in times removed from 
the Apostles only by a few successions, renders their testimony 
of great importance and value. We must remember, also, that 
this consideration was of still greater weight in the age of 
Gregory and Basil, than it is now; for the ancient writings, 
majorum scripta, that were regarded as ancient in the fourth 
century, must have been the writings of the contemporaries of 
the Apostles and their immediate successors. 

I have dwelt upon this example longer than its importance 
may seem to warrant, because it is so good an instance of the 
manner in which the testimony of ancient writers is perverted 
under the influence of controversy. The words of Ruffinus may 
indeed prove that the ancient church reprobated the spirit 
which would rashly impose upon the Scriptures interpretations 
dictated by private speculations, despising the testimony of 
Christian antiquity, and neglecting the legitimate means of at- 
taining a sound knowledge of their real signification. But this 


rule of interpretation (intelligendi regulam) was itself the tradition which was 
received by succession from the apostles. 

* “ Tmprimis vero videbunt, ne quid unquam doceant pro concione, quod a populo 
religione teneri et credi velint, nisi quod consentaneum sit doctrine veteris aut Novi 
Testamenti, quodque ex illa ipsa doctrina Catholici patres, et veteres episcopi colle- 
= Liber quorundam Canonum. Tit. Concionatores. Ap. Cardwell, Synodalia, 
1, 126, 
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is a very different thing from prohibiting the study of the Scrip- 
tures to individuals as such, or as Dr. O’Connell words it, “ re- 
probating the individual examination of the Scriptures.” 

And there is also another palpable fallacy in this way of 
arguing, founded on the assumption that the authority which 
was given to the writings regarded as ancient in the fourth cen- 
tury, may equally be accorded to all writings regarded as ancient 
now. Ruffinus expressly states it as the grounds of that au- 
thority, that the authors to whose writings Gregory and Basil 
had recourse, were known to have derived their interpretations 
of Scripture by succession from the Apostles ; and as the steps 
of that succession were then but few, and many of the writers in 
question had been themselves the disciples of the Apostles,.or 
of their immediate followers, nothing could be more reasonable 
than that great weight should be allowed to their testimony on 
this account. But the same thing cannot be said of all who are 
now counted ancient writers, and to whom we may now give in 
a loose way the name of Fathers: for many of these have lived 
centuries after the Apostles, and have had scarcely any better 
means of judging of the genuineness of alleged Apostolical tra- 
ditions than we have now ourselves. 

And, moreover, let it be observed that Ruffinus exactly de- 
scribes the same use of the writings of the Fathers, for which 
the divines of our church contend—namely, to assist us in in- 
terpreting the Scriptures, not to enable us to discover articles of 
faith or doctrines over and above or besides those contained in 
the Scriptures. How different the corrupt use of the Fathers for 
which the Roman church and its advocates now contend, and 
which was first recommended, at the end of the ninth century, 
by the fourth Council of Constantinople ; there, instead of the 
ancient Rule of Faith, we find the Fathers spoken of as a co- 
ordinate authority with the Scriptures, and their writings termed 
“ secunda eloquia,” secondary oracles, the Scripture being still 
allowed to hold the first place ; for the council professed to hold 
as a source and rule of faith, not only the rules which the church 
had received from the Apostles, but also those which were 
handed down by general and local councils, or by any eminent 
father or doctor of the Church.* Such views, as Bishop Patrick 
well observes, are “the ready way to change the faith of the 
church; and to turn particular men’s opinions into matter of 
common belief; though no new article was as yet put into the 
common creed.”+ 


*“Tgitur regulas, que sancte catholice ac Apostolice Ecclesia tam a sanctis 
famosissimis Apostolis, quam ob orthodoxorum universalibus necnon et localibus 
conciliis, vel etiam a quolibet Dejloquo patre ac magistro ecclesia tradite sunt, servare 
ac custodire profitemut,”—Con. Const. iv. a.p. 870. Act. x. 1. (Hardouin, 
tom. v. 

+ The Pillar and Ground of Truth (Gibson’s Preservative, tit. iv. c. 1. p, 89.) 
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Observe, however, how different was the use of the Fathers 
which Ruffinus attributes to Gregory and Basil: in the first 
lace, their object was to understand the Scriptures, and they 
had recourse to the writings of the Fathers as helps to the un- 
derstanding of the Scripture : “ earum intelligentiam ex majorum 
scriptis et auctoritate sequebantur.” Secondly, they ascribed 
this authority to the Fathers, not as if the ancient theologians 
and doctors of the church were themselves inspired, or com- 
missioned to communicate new doctrines, but because they 
believed them to have received, by succession from the Apostles, 
the true meaning and sense of the Scriptures, “ intelligendi 
regulam.” 

These are exactly the limitations in the use of the Fathers for 
which the divines of our church contend: and it will be seen 
that here is no mention of a living infallible interpreter, or of the 
tradition and developments of the present church, as forming any 
part of the rule of interpretation adopted by Gregory and Basil 
in their study of the Scriptures. 3 

Thus it is manifest that the passages cited by Dr. O'Connell 
from Origen and Ruffinus, establish beyond a doubt the anti- 
quity of the rule followed by the church of England in the in- 
terpretation of Scripture, and are wholly inconsistent with the 
rule which the Roman church would now substitute for it.* 


V.—CYPRIAN, 


Dr. O'Connell introduces St. Cyprian to his readers with the 
following panegyric :— 

“ Next to Origen, who better versed in the doctrines of anti- 
quity than St. Cyprian, the glory of the African church ?” 

Whether this is to be understood as implying that Origen was 
better versed in the doctrines of antiquity than St. Cyprian I do 
not know, nor is it worth while to inquire. But seeing that in 
St. Cyprian’s time Christianity was not two centuries old, the 
antiquarian knowledge ascribed to him was not very extensive. 
However, there is an ambiguity in the word “ antiquity” as here 
used by Dr. O'Connell. For the principal value of Cyprian’s 
testimony arises from his being versed in the doctrines of his 


* Since writing the above, I see that Dr. O’Connell’s note respecting Ruffinus is 
not his own. It is taken almost verbatim, with some alterations which are anything 
but improvements, from the following note which occurs in “ The Faith of Catholics, 
by Messrs. Berington and Kirk, vol. i, p. 379. 

“Rufinus relates of St. Basil and St. Gregory of Nazianzum,” [Dr. O’Connell 
corrects this into Nazianzen,| “ during the thirteen years that they spent at Athens, 
laying aside all profane works, they applied solely to the sacred writings, explain- 
ing them not from their own presumption,” [ Dr, O’Connell alters this to “ their own 

ticular views and opinions,”] “but out of the writings and authority of the 
hen who it was known had received the rule of interpretation from or through 
apostolical succession,” [ Dr.O’Connell reads Tradition, | (“ Ex apostolica successione 
intelligendi regulam suscepisse constabat. )” 
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own age, rather than in those of the age that preceded him; and 
if this be what Dr. O’Connell means by “ the doctrines of anti- 
quity,” it would have been well if he had expressed himself 
more Clearly. 

_ He adds, in reference to the quotation which he brings from 
St. Cyprian, “ Hear how he speaks of the rule of faith, such as 
is sought to be maintained in the Discourse ;” i. e., I presume, 
in the Archbishop of Dublin’s Discourse. And then he quotes 
the following passage, which I shall give, as before, in parallel 


columns with Dr. O’Connell’s version : 


Ne se quidam vana interpretatione 
decipiant, quod dixerit Dominus: Ubi- 
cunque fuerint duo aut tres collecti in 
nomine meo, Ego cum eis sum. Cor- 
ruptores Evangelii atque interpretes 
falsi extrema ponunt, et superiora pre- 
tereunt ; partis memores, et partem sub- 
dole comprimentes. Ut ipsi ab Ecclesia 
scissi sunt, ita capituli unius sententiam 
scindunt. Dominus enim cum discipulis 
suis unanimitatem suaderet et pacem: 
Dico, inquit, vobis: quoniam si duobus 
ex vobis convenerit in terra, de omni re, 
quamcunque petieritis, continget vobis a 
Patre meo qui in celis est. Ubicunque 
enim fuerint duo, aut tres collecti in 
nomine meo, Ego cum eis sum : ostendens 
non multitudini, sed unanimitati depre- 
cantiam plurimum tribuendum. Si duo- 
bus, inquit, ex vobis convenerit in terra: 
unanimitatem prius posuit; concordiam 
pacis ante premisit; ut conveniat nobis, 
fideliter et firmiter docuit. Quo modo 
autem potest ei cum aliquo convenire, 
cui cum corpore ipsius Ecclesie, et cum 
universa fraternitate nonconvenit? Quo- 
modo possunt duo aut tres in nomine 
Christi collegi, quos constat a Christo et 
ab ejus Evangelio separari? non enim 
nos ab illis, sed illi a nobis recesserunt. 
Et cum hereses et schismata postmodum 
nata sunt dum conventicula sibi diversa 
constituunt, veritatis caput atque origi- 
new reliquerunt.* 


Neither let certain persons deceive 
themselves by a vain en be- 
cause the Lord had said, Wheresoever 
two or three are gathered together in 
my name, I am with them. Corruptors 
of the Gospel, and false interpreters, 
they lay down the last words, and omit 
what goes before; giving heed to part, 
and deceitfully suppress in part. 

For the Lord, when preaching 
to his disciples unanimity and peace, 
said, “‘ I say unto you, that if two of you 
shall agree on earth, concerning any- 
thing whatsoever ye shall ask, it shall be 
done to you by my Father. For where- 
soever two orthree are gathered together 
in my name, I am with them,” showing 
that most is given, not to the number, 
but to the unanimity of the petitioners. 


He places agreement first : the concord 
of peace is the preliminary condition. 
Yet how can he possibly be at agree- 
ment with another, who is at variance 
with the Body of the Church, and with 
the universal brotherhood? How can 
two or three be gathered in Christ’s 
name, who are manifestly separated 
from Christ and from his Gospel? 
For we did not go out from them, but 
they went out from us. And as heresies 
arise, men set up separate conventicles, 
leaving the head and spring of truth. 


This is a singular example of controversial unfairness. Is it 
possible that Dr. O’Connell can seriously believe that the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin was advocating, in his recent discourse, any 
such licentious interpretation of Scripture as St. Cyprian has 
here censured? Will Dr. O'Connell candidly say that he be- 
lieves the Archbishop of Dublin to recommend the taking words 
out of their context, as St. Cyprian describes the heretics to 
have done, “ laying down the last words, and omitting what goes 
before ; giving heed to part, and deceitfully suppressing part ?” If 


* De Unitat. Eccl., p. 112, Opp. Ed, Fell. Breme, 1690. 
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Dr. O'Connell thinks that this is what the Archbishop advocates, 
the censure of St. Cyprian is certainly in point, but if not, how 
is he to justify himself from the charge of a most unfair and dis- 
honest application of that censure to his Grace? 

And yet Dr. O’Connell introduces this extract to his readers, 
by telling them that St. Cyprian here “ speaks of the rule of 
faith, such as is sought to be maintained in the Archbishop’s 
discourse.” 

It is difficult to discover what Dr. O’Connell can have meant 
by this: for St. Cyprian is not speaking of any rule of faith at 
all. The heretics against whom he wrote, maintained that any 
two or three who were met together in Christ’s name, might look 
for the promise of His presence. And on the strength of this 
false application of our Lord’s words, they claimed the posses- 
sion of His presence with every two or three who were met to- 
gether. This pretence St. Cyprian refutes by showing that it 
depended altogether on the common artifice of separating the 
words from their context ; and that the promise of our Saviour’s 
presence was made to the unanimity, not to the number, of the 
petitioners. And then he asks, but how can the heretics possess 
this, when they have separated themselves from the church? 
How can they be gathered together in Christ’s name, who have 
separated themselves both from Christ and his Gospel? For 
the church did not schismatically separate itself from them, but 
they went out from the church. 

This, however, is so far from being a statement inconsistent 
with the doctrine of the church of England, that it is precisely 
this very reasoning that our divines have made use of in their 
defence of our church against the church of Rome. 

There is no body of controversialists who are more skilled in 
the art of separating words from their context, in the manner 
St. Cyprian has censured, than the controversial writers of the 
church of Rome. And that Dr. O’Connell is a proficient in this 
art, has, I think, already been sufficiently manifested by the 
specimens I have given of his quotations from the Fathers. In 
every instance, so far as we have yet examined them, we have 
seen that these quotations would have had no plausibility what- 
ever, as testimonies in Dr. O’Connell’s favour, had they not been 
torn from their context and interpreted according to the language 
of modern controversy. Have we not, therefore, in point of fact, 
been applying to Dr. O’Connell, in each case, the very argu- 
ment, which St. Cyprian, in the above-quoted passage, has 
urged against the heretics of his own times? And it is thus 
that all the divines of our church are compelled to deal with 
those opponents who appeal to Scripture, or to the Fathers, 
in defence of Roman innovations. We are compelled to say of 
them, in the language of St. Cyprian, although we say it with 
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pain, “Corruptores Evangelii atque interpretes falsi, extrema 
ponunt, et superiora pratereunt ; partis memores, et partem 
subdole comprimentes.” 

And then, as to separation from the church, it is the common 
sophistry of writers on Dr. O’Connell’s side to assume that all 
who have separated from the church of Rome have separated 
from the Catholic church. They are peculiarly unfortunate, 
however, when they quote St. Cyprian in favour of this statement. 
For it is evident that he did not regard Rome as the church, 
inasmuch as he separated from the church of Rome himself, at 
a time when the faith and apostolical traditions were fully pre- 
served by that church. Notwithstanding his strong sense of the 
necessity of adhering to the unity of the church, he felt himself 
justified in separating from Rome, on the comparatively weaker 
grounds of the rebaptizing of heretics ;* whereas we separate 
from Rome, because Rome has corrupted the faith, and added 
to the doctrine of Christ and His Apostles by modern develop- 
ments and traditions of man’s devising. 

And if St. Cyprian spoke so strongly against the notion of a 
bishop of bishops, and against the attempt of one bishop to 
compel others by tyrannical terrors to obedience,t what would 
he have said, if he could have known the excess to which the 
temporal claims of the Roman bishops are now carried to a 
jurisdiction not only over other bishops, but over sovereigns 
and states, to say nothing of their corruptions of Christian doc- 
trine, and of the Apostolical traditions of the primitive church? 

We may therefore very fairly throw back upon Dr. O’Connell 
the insinuation implied in his quotation from St. Cyprian ; we 
have not separated from the church, unless to adhere to the 
doctrine of Christ and the Apostles, as it was held in the first 
and purest ages, be a separation. We are content to receive as 
a complete exposition of the faith, and a true Apostolical tradi- 
tion, the Creed as it is delivered in the symbol of the Apostles, 
and in the first Councils of Nice and Constantinople. We do 
not accept, nor will we consent to receive, as doctrine of the 
Apostles, necessary to salvation, anything that is not to be found 
in the Scripture, or which was unknown to the church of the 
first five or six centuries. And if this be to separate from the 
church, we are content to run the risk of such separation. But 
we think the real guilt of schism rests with the modern church 


* For a short and very excellent account of this controversy, and of the breach 
of communion between St. Cyprian and Stephen, bishop of Rome, see Mosheim, 
De Rebus Christianor. ante Constant., pp. 540—547. 

+t Neque enim quisquam nostrum Episcopum se Episcoporum constituit, aut 
tyrannico terrore ad obsequendj-necessitatem collegas suos adigit : quando habeat 
omnis Episcopus pro licent.a Jibertatis et potestatis sus, arbitrium proprium, tamque 
judicari ab alio non possit, quam nec ipse, potest judicare.—Concil, Carth, Opp. 
p- 229, 
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of Rome ; who, after adding to the faith, and imposing as neces- 
sary to salvation, doctrines unknown to the Scriptures and to 
the best and purest ages, turn round upon the Christians who 
still adhere to the primitive creeds, and impiously denounce 
them as heretics. ‘lo such, we maintain, the odious names of 
heretics and schismatics more truly belong—and we there- 
fore say of the church of Rome, in the language of St. Cyprian, 
“non nos ab illis, sed illi a nobis recesserunt.” 

All this time, however, Dr. O’Connell appears to have entirely 
forgotten the particular question that he was professedly discuss- 
ing. For even if we should admit his own statement of the matter, 
the passage he quotes from St. Cyprian would only condemn the 
Archbishop’s doctrine about the rule of faith: it says nothing 
of the “individual interpretation” of Scripture. And yet Dr. 
O’Connell had undertaken to prove that the ancient Fathers, and 
St. Cyprian of course among the number, universally reprobated 
the individual examination of Scripture. But as he does not so 
much as pretend that the foregoing extract from St. Cyprian 
bears in any way on that question, we may content ourselves 
with this passing notice of the fact, reminding the reader, that 
so far as the immediate subject under consideration is in ques- 
tion, we are the less concerned with this particular testimony. 

But as the very different question of schism has been intro- 
duced, I would answer Dr. O’Connell’s insinuations in the words 
of one of the greatest ornaments of the church of Ireland :— 
“There are two kinds of schismatical churches. The first, 
those which absolutely forsake the communion of other churches, 
and deny them to be churches of Christ; as the Donatists did 
of old, and the Anabaptists do now. Secondly, those which 
forsake their proper place in the mystical Body of Christ ; 
for this also causeth disturbance, and a schism in the body, 
as if an inferior member should assume to itself the place of 
the head. The church of Rome is accused to be guilty of 
both these kinds of schism ; first, for separating herself from 
the communion of the churches of Grecia, Russia, Armenia, 
Abyssinia, and all the Protestant churches ; secondly, and much 
more, for refusing to be a fellow member with other churches in 
the body of the universal church, and challenging to be the head, 
the root, the fountain of all other churches. So a member will 
needs usurp the place of the head, the branch usurp the place 
of the root; the beam, of the sun, the stream, of the fountain.* 


* Alluding to St. Cyprian de Unitate Eccl. ed Fell. p. 108. “ Ecclesia quoque 
una est que in multitudinem latius incremento feecunditatis extenditur ; quomodo 
solis multi radii, sed lumen unum; et rami arboris multi, sed rohur unum tenaci 
radice fundatum; et cum de fonte uno rivi plurimi defluunt, numerositas licet diffusa 
videatur exundantis copie largitate, unitas tamen servatur in origine. Avelle radium 
solis a corpore, divisionem lucis unitas non capit: ab arbore frange ramum, fractus 
germinare non poterit : a fonte precide rivum, preecisus arescet,” 
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What marvel if this member decay, if this branch wither, this 
beam be obscure, this stream dry up? Let the church of Rome 
be the sister of all churches; let her be the Mother of many 
churches ; but the lady and mistress of no church. On the other 
side, the church of England is guilty of neither of these kinds 
of schism; neither arrogating to itself a dominion over other 
churches, nor excluding them from a Christian communion.”* 
The censure contained in the foregoing extract from St. 
Cyprian, therefore, is applicable to the church of Rome, not to 
the church of England, inasmuch as they, not we, have departed 
from the primitive church, “ veritatis CAPUT atque ORIGINEM 
relinquentes.” 


VI.—ST. CYRIL OF JERUSALEM. 


The Fathers of the fourth century are next brought forward 
by our author; and he begins with St. Cyril of Jerusalem, whose 
testimony he introduces by the following profound remark :— 

“The system pursued in the church of Jerusalem, and urged 
in almost every page in the writings of St. Cyril of Jerusalem, 
was to require assent to the doctrine of the Creed, previous to 
any scriptural demonstration whatever of that Creed.” 

This “system,” Dr. O’Connell will be glad to learn, is still 
pursued in the Church of England. Our children are brought 
to the bishop to be confirmed by him, so soon as they can say 
the Creed, the Lord’s Prayer, and the Ten Commandments, in 
the vulgar tongue; and are further instructed in the Church 
Catechism set forth for that purpose. We do not require 
them to be profoundly versed in Scripture, or to be able to give 
“scriptural demonstration” of the Creed, previous to a know- 
ledge of the Creed itself. The Catechism set forth for the 
instruction of the youthful members of our church contains no 
“ demonstrations ;” but only the Creed, the Ten Command- 
ments, and the Lord’s Prayer, followed by a brief exposition of 
the nature and benefits of Baptism and the Lord’s Supper. 

Dr. O'Connell proceeds to quote a passage from the writings 
of St. Cyril, to which he has given no other reference whatso- 
ever than that it is contained in the Catechetical instructions of 
that Father. It is not very difficult, however, with the help of 
the indexes of the Benedictine edition of St. Cyril’s works, to 
find the passage in question; and I shall therefore give the 
original, with Dr. O’Connell’s version :— 

dt ty cai imayysXig, Take thou and hold that faith as 

18 


poyny, THY THE a learner and in profession, whic 
*ExxAnoiag vuvi cot now by the Church delivered to thee, 


* Abp. Bramhall; Protestant’s Ordination defended. (Works, Part IV. Dise. vii. 
Oxford Edit. 1845, Vol. v. pp. 206, 207.) 
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and is defended out of all the Scripture. 
For since all cannot read the Scriptures, 
but some, as being unlearned ; others, 
by business, are hindered from know- 
ledge of them; that the soul may not 
perish from want of instruction, we com- 

rehend the whole doctrine of the faith 
in a few sentences. Then, I wish you 
to remember in the very phrase —to 
rehearse it with all diligence— 


to have it as a provision during the 
whole period of life, and, besides this, 
never to receive any other; not even if 
we ourselves, having changed, should 
contradict what we now teach ; nor even 
if an imposing [sic] Angel, transformed 
into an Angel of Light, should wish to 
lead you astray. For, though we, or an 
angel from heaven, should preach to you 
besides that which ye have now received, 
let him be to you anathema, And for the 
present, hearkening to the words spoken, 
commit to memory the faith, and receive, 
at the fitting season, the proof, from the 
Divine writings, of each of the points 
laid down. 


There is greater difficulty than usual in understanding how 
Dr. O’Connell supposes this passage to bear on the question at 
issue, by proving St. Cyril to reprobate the individual examina- 
tion of the Scriptures. He asks, “ Is not this” [viz., the state- 
ment made by St. Cyril in the foregoing extract] “ the catholic 
rule to-day? In no point does it, in the least, vary. But 
compare it with the canon of faith laid down in the ‘ discourse.’” 

Now the discourse of the Archbishop of Dublin does not, so 
far as I can see, lay down any “ canon of faith” at all; it merel 
puts forward the difficulties of the Roman hypothesis of an 
infallible interpreter of Scripture ; points out the incredibility 
of that hypothesis, and its inconsistency with fact, and proves 
that the non-existence of such a tribunal does in no degree 
affect the certainty of our faith; that we have sufficient means 
within our reach for attaining to a right understanding of the 
Scriptures; and that the errors and difficulties which prevail 
are such only as were to be found even in the days of the 
Apostles, and would always be found, even though there did 
exist an infallible interpreter in the church. 

Dr. O’Connell, therefore, entirely mistakes the archbishop’s 
discourse, if he supposes it to have been his Grace’s object to lay 
down any “canon of faith” whatsoever, still less any canon at 
variance with the catholic rule. St. Cyril’s sentiments in the 


* Catech, v. 12, 
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foregoing quotation are in strict accordance, of course, with the 
catholic rule, although it is scarcely correct to say that his 
words contain a statement of the catholic rule of faith, which, 
according to the language of the primitive church, was the 
Creed. It would be more to Dr. O’Connell’s purpose if he 
could show that the Roman-catholic rule, as he has stated it 
himself, is capable of being reconciled with St. Cyril’s views ; 
or that St. Cyril in the foregoing extract has “reprobated the 
individual examination of the Scriptures.” 

This is so far from being the case, that St. Cyril recom- 
mends the Creed to the cordial acceptance of his hearers on the 
express ground that it can be proved or established (axvgwnévny) 
out of the Scriptures. He apologizes for the practice of the 
church, of teaching the Creed before the Scripture, by alleging 
the necessity of the case; for he says, all cannot read the 
Scripture, some, from want of learning (idwreia); others, from 
want of leisure (acxoAiz.) But he exhorts all “to commit to 
memory the faith,” (meaning the Creed) and promises that each 
member of the church, “at the fitting season,” that is to say, 
when they are capable of receiving it, shall be instructed in the 
proof of each article of the Creed from the sacred Scriptures 
amo ypaddv.* 

And no doubt this is the catholic rule of the present day, as 
followed by the church of England; would that it were the 
rule followed also by the church of Rome. We teach the 
Creed, in the first instance, to all those who are brought to the 
bishop to be confirmed, requiring only that they shall be able 
to say it by heart, with the Lord’s Prayer and the Ten Com- 
mandments, and that they be further instructed in the Church 
Catechism set forth for that purpose. We do not exclude from 
the benefits of confirmation those who from want of learning, or 
want of leisure, or want of intellect, are unable to prove the 
Creed from the Scriptures. But we are ready to put the Bible 
into the hands of all who are able to read it profitably, and we 
instruct them, as St. Cyril promised to instruct his hearers, 
xata tov ddovra xapdov, Whenever they are fit to receive it, in the 
scriptural proof of each article of the faith. 

I ask, therefore, is not St. Cyril’s rule exactly the rule of the 
Church of England to-day? Does he not plainly say that it 
was the desire and rule of the church in his time to instruct all, 
who were not hindered by ignorance, or overwhelming occupa- 
tions, in the scriptural proof of Christianity? Does he not 


* It may not be unnecessary to remark that Dr. O’Connell renders these words, 
“from the Divine writings,” although in the place where St. Cyril says, “ all can- 
not read the Scriptures,” ché’same Greek word, ypagn, is rendered by the term now 
consecrated in the English a om to denote the Bible. I do not say that this 
is <a proof of dishonesty in Dr. O'Connell; but it clearly indicates the bias of his 
mind, 
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evidently imply that to those not so hindered the Scriptures 
were the primary rule, and the Creed a rule only from the 
necessity of the case? And let it be remembered that in the 
fourth century this necessity was infinitely more pressing and 
invincible than it is now. For now the helps to 2 right under- 
standing of the Scriptures are vastly multiplied. Copies of the- 
Scriptures are brought by the printing press within the reach of 
every one ; vernacular translations of the Scriptures are acces- 
sible to all; dictionaries, commentaries, grammars, and popular 
illustrations of Scripture difficulties are multiplied to a degree 
wholly unknown in St. Cyril’s time; and this has changed, not 
only the language of the church, but even the actual relation of 
the Creed to the Scriptures from which it is drawn. The office. 
and use of the Creed in the instruction of the young and the 
unlearned still remains, and must always remain, as it was. 
But the proportion of those who are excluded by necessity from 
the “individual examination of the Scriptures,” is every day 
diminishing. 3 

For this reason, therefore, the language of our divines, to a 
superficial or prejudiced reader, as contrasted with the ecclesi- 
astical writers of antiquity, appears changed, when in reality it 
is not. The Scriptures, in the writings of St. Cyril, oceupy 
exactly the position which they occupy in the theology of the 
Church of England. St. Cyril recommends the Creed to his 
disciples, because it is established out of the Scripture. He 
exhorts them to adhere to it because “at the fitting season” 
they will be instructed in the proof of it out of the Scripture. 
What is this but to assert that the Scripture is in fact the rule of 
faith, and that the Creed is a rule, only because it is a faithful 
summary of the Scripture? What is this but almost the very 
language of our church that the Creed is to be thoroughly 
received and believed because it can be proved by most certain 
warrants of Holy Scripture ? 

Again, St. Cyril says distinctly that the church has drawn out 
of the Scripture the short summary of Christian doctrine, called 
the Creed, for the instruction of those who, from ignorance or 
overwhelming occupations, are unable to read the Scripture. 
Does not this plainly imply, that but for the existence of this 
ignorance and occupation, the church would have given them 
the Scripture in preference? And how comes it that St. Cyril 
here makes no mention of any objection on the part of the 
church to “the individual examination of Scripture” ¢ If he had 
been of Dr. O’Connell’s mind, would he not have told us that 
the Creed was taught instead of the Bible, because it was the 
practice of the church “ to reprobate the individual examination 
of Scripture as a rule of faith” ? 


Vou. XXXIII.—June, 1848. 24 
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Of this, however, he makes no mention, and evidently knew 
nothing of any such principle. He urges only the extreme 
cases, where, from ignorance or business, the individual exami- 
nation of the Scriptures was in the nature of things impossible. 

But now the whole face of Christendom is altered. An 
amount of education, sufficient to enable a man to read the 
Scriptures with profit, is now — more general than it could 
possibly have been in the days of St. Cyril: and an amount of 
business that in the fourth century would have been wholly 
incompatible with the studies necessary to understand the Scrip- 
tures, is now consistent with a very extensive and valuable 
knowledge of them. 

Can we wonder, therefore, that the practice of the church is 
in a great degree changed with this change of circumstances ?/— 
that although we still teach the Creed in the first instance, as in 
the days of St. Cyril, to those who, from their tender age, their 
want of the necessary literary qualifications, or any other cause, 
are unable to read the Scriptures, yet we gladly and thankfully 
put the Scriptures into the hands of all who are capable of using 
them with profit to themselves and others? And is it not quite 
certain, from the whole tenour of the foregoing extract, that 
St. Cyril, if he could, would have done the same? 

But it is said that the church ought never to change, not even 
with the change of external circumstances: and it is the boast 
and pretension of the Roman church, that it continues still 
unchanged, still “in no point varies” from the church of the 
fourth century. 

In answer to this it might be said, that there is no change of 
principle necessarily implied in a change of practice, when cir- 
cumstances have wholly changed. The removal of external 
hindrances enables the church to do now what she would gladly 
have done before if she could. Her practice, therefore, is 
changed, because her principles are unchanged. 

But nothing can be more palpably untrue than the boasted 

ayer of the advocates of Rome to absolute unchangeableness. 
or the Roman church has changed with the change of times and 
circumstances, quite as much, to say the least, as other churches. 

I do not now speak of the Roman additions to the Creed, 
corruptions of doctrine, or other departures from the Apostolical 
traditions of the church, but only of those lawful changes of 
discipline and practice which change of times requires. And 
that the church of Rome has changed in this respect with all 
other churches, may be inferred from the very passage of 
St. Cyril which Dr. O’Connell has quoted. 

The words to whigh I particularly refer in that passage are 
those which Dr. O’Connell has omitted ; and (as usual) omitted 
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without any intimation to his readers of the omission. Had he 
quoted them, it would have been evident that there was at least 
one part of “the system pursued in the church of Jerusalem” in 
St. Cyril’s time, which is not now pursued in the church of. 
Rome, and the triumph with which he asks, “Is not this the 
Catholic rule to-day?” must have received some considerable 
modification. Whether this consideration was the cause of 
Dr. O’Connell’s omitting the words in question, I do not pre- 
tend to say; but the omitted passage is as follows :— 

“ Which* [viz., the Creed] I desire you to remember in the 
very phrase, and to repeat it to yourselves with all diligence, 
not writing it on paper, but engraving it in memory on your 
hearts ; taking especial care lest any of the Catechumens should 
by any chance hear the things handed down.” 

Here is an allusion to a part of the discipline of the ancient 
church, which neither the Roman nor any other branch of the 
present church has retained. The disciplina arcani, as it was 
called, is now plainly impracticable, and at all events is not 
practised: but in the primitive church, it was unlawful to com- 
municate the Creed or the Liturgy to Catechumens, whom the 
discipline of the church excluded from the knowledge of the 
mysteries of religion, until their sincerity and constancy was 
more fully tried. Some have even doubtedt whether it was 
then held lawful, so much as to write the Creed or the Liturgy, 
lest it should become known to Catechumens, and the above 
quoted words of St. Cyril seem to give some countenance to this 
opinion. Be this, however, as it may, it is certain that written 
copies of the Creed and Liturgy were permitted only to the 
faithful or to the clergy, and were carefully kept back from all 
others. And the same discipline was observed with the Scrip- 
tures, not from any objection to “ the individual examination” 
of them, but solely dou the idea that the unbeliever, or 
one who had been brought up in heathenism, would in all 
probability be led to ridicule the sacred mysteries, and so to 
prejudice others, as well as himself, against the light of truth. 


* Why Dr. O’Connell translates dxep “then,” I do not know; it is probably a 

rint. 

t This opinion is held by Du Pin, Renaudot, Le Brun, and others. But there is 
nothing in the passages of ancient writers, on which they rely, to prove that written 
copies of the Creed and the Liturgy were not in the hands of the bishops and priests 
of the Church, although of course they were not given to Catechumens. See r, 
De Antiquis Eccl. Occidentalis Liturgiis, § ii. ¢. 1. 

t This is the reason given by all the ancients for this discipline: thus St. Cyril, 
(Procatech. c. 12.) “So the sick ask for wine: and if it be unseasonably given 
them, it occasions delirium, and two evils follow: the sick man dies, and the 

hysician gets an ill name. Thus is it with the Catechumen also if he should hear 
Pron the Believer : the Catechumen is made delirious, for not understanding what he 
has heard, he finds fault with it, and scoffs at it, and the Believer bears the blame of 
a betrayer,” Oxford Transl. (Library of the Fathers,) p. 6. 
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But this did not apply to Christians, who were already admitted 
to the knowledge of the Gospel; to them the Scriptures were 
open, with the Creed and Liturgy, except so far as individuals 
may have been necessarily prevented from the study of them by 
ignorance, or occupation. 

Now, however, the disciplina arcani is nowhere enforced ; and 
that, not from any diminished sense of the danger of irreverent 
use of the sacred truths, on the part of unbelievers, but simply 
from the necessity of the case. 

If, therefore, the altered state of society and of the world has 
thus compelled the church to change a discipline, which in 
St. Cyril’s time was so anxiously and earnestly enforced,* why 
need we wonder that the vast change of circumstances caused 
by the invention of printing, (to speak of no other peculiarity 
of modern times,) should have also led to a corresponding 
change in the language of our divines? The ancients did not 
and could not speak of the general reading of Scripture, as we 
now speak of it, simply because it was impossible in the nature 
of things that the Scriptures could then be read as they can 
now be read by Christians. But the language they do use very 
manifestly implies, that but for the impossibility of the thing, 
they would have recommended the perusal of the Scriptures to 
all Christian men, as warmly as we do now. In point of fact, 
too, they did recommend it in language which, when we con- 
sider the various external difficulties of the study, the vast cost 
of manuscripts of the Scripture in ancient times, and the want 
of all such subsidiary aids as are now within the reach of all, is 
very remarkable, and proves in the most convincing manner that 
they were very far indeed from reprobating the individual 
examination of the Scriptures, as a rule of faith. 

It would be easy to adduce numerous authorities from the 
Fathers in support of this assertion :+ but to do so would carry 
me away from my more immediate object. Our present business 
/is simply with Dr. O’Connell’s quotations; and I think I have 
shown that, so far as we have gone, he has not been able to 
a one single instance in which the Fathers really repro- 

ate the examination of the Scriptures. In the particular 


* See, for example, the curious caution prefixed to St. Cyril’s Catechetical Lectures, 
where he addresses his reader thus: “ These Catechetical Lectures thou mayest put 
into the hands of Candidates for Baptism and of baptized believers, but by no means 
of Catechumens, nor of any others who are not Christians; as thou shalt answer to 
the Lord. And if thou takest a copy of them, write this in the beginning, as in the 
sight of the Lord.” Procatech. ad fin. (Oxford Translation, p. 9.) 

t Many such authorities may be found in the Homily of the Church of England, 
entitled, “‘ A Fruitful Exhortation to the Reading of Holy Scripture.” And see also, 
“ The People’s Right te vead the Holy Scripture asserted :” by Dr. Stratford, Bishop 
of Chester. Morton's “Catholike Appeal,” lib. 2, ¢, 25, § 11, Ussher's Answer to 
a Jesuit, &c, 
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passage of St. Cyril now before us, it is clear that the Scriptures 
are referred to as the primary rule of faith ; the Creed is taught 
only as subsidiary to the Scriptures; as a concise mode of 
teaching the essential truths of Scripture, to those who would 
otherwise be in ignorance of them; and the Creed, St. Cyril 
expressly tells his hearers, derives its claim to their reverence 
aud acceptance, solely from the fact that it is “ established from 
all Scripture.” “ For,” he says in another place,* “ concerning 
the divine and sacred mysteries of the faith, we ought not to 
deliver even the most casual remark (jndé 1d ruxv) without the 
holy Scriptures: nor be drawn aside by mere probabilities and 
the artifices of argument. Do not, then, believe me because I 
tell you these things, unless thou receive from the holy Serip- - 
tures the proof of what is set forth: for this salvation, which is 


of our faith, is not by ingenious reasonings, but by proof from 
the holy Scriptures.” 


V.—ST. BASIL AND ORIGEN. 


In connexion with the passage from St. Cyril of Jerusalem, 
which we have just been considering, Dr. O’Connell adduces an 
extract from the writings of St. Basil, which he introduces to his 
reader with the following exclamation :—“Indignantly and 
eloquently does St. Basil denounce the scoffers of Catholic 
Tradition, asking” — 

When we remember that Dr. O’Connell had originally pro- 
posed tc prove to us that the I’athers were unanimous in repro- 
bating “ the individual examination of Scripture,” there seems 
no mode of explaining why he should adduce for this purpose 
an indignant and eloquent denunciation of such as scoff at 
Catholic Tradition. ‘To denounce the scoffers at Catholic 
Tradition (for this is, 1 presume, what he means by “ the scoffers 
of Catholic Tradition”) does not seem to be necessarily the 
same thing as to reprobate the individual examination of Scrip- 
ture. Be this, however, as it may, the passage quoted from 
St. Basil is taken from the first book of the treatise against 
Eunomius,t and is translated by Dr. O’Connell in the following 
words :— 

“ What is this that thou sayest? Shall we not assign greater 
weight to those who have Aeon us? Are we not to show 
respect both to the multitude of those who are now Christians, 
and of those who have been such from the first promulgation of 
the Gospel? Are we to make no account of those who have 
shone conspicuous in every kind of gift?” [Here Dr. O’Con- 


* Catech. iv. 17. (Oxford Translation, p. 4 


2. 
t Opp. Ed. Benedict. i. 210, D. [or, vol. i. p. 277, of the Part reprint, 1839, the 
edition which Dr, O’Connell seems to refer to.] 
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nell, without any notice to his reader, omits the words oig dracw 
Opav wovnpay rauTny THs adoeBelas éxasvoro- 
yncas.| “1s each of us to close the eyes of the soul, and banish 
from his thoughts the memory of every one of the saints, with 
his heart a perfect void, to submit himself to thy guide [guid- 
ance ?] and sophistry? Marvellous, indeed, would be thy sway, 
if what the devil, with all his wiles, has never attained to, should 
fall to thy lot: that is, if at thy bidding we should judge that 
Tradition, which has prevailed amongst so many holy men 
throughout the whole of the years that have flown by, deserving 
of less honour than thy impious fancy !” 

I have not thought it necessary to quote the original of this 
passage, because the foregoing translation, although not alto- 
gether accurate,* may be taken as sufficiently representing the 
sense. St. Basil is replying to a passage which he had just 
before cited from the “ Apology” of Eunomius, in which that 
writer had exhorted his readers not to regard the opinion of the 
majority as a criterion of truth, nor to pay any respect to those 
who are accounted dignities [4&:wuac1], nor, finally, out of 
reverence for the ancients, to shut their ears to the judgment of 
the moderns. 

In answer to this, St. Basil asks, “ What meanest thou? Is 
it that we are to give no weight to the ancients? That we are 
to show no respect to the majority both of those who are now 
Christians, and of those who have been so from the beginning? 
That we are to have no regard to the dignity [1d a&lwua] of 
those who have been honoured by the possession of spiritual 
gifts, all of whom would have been yehemently opposed to this 
newly invented doctrine of thine? But shutting the eyes of 
our minds, and banishing from our hearts the memory of every 
holy man, must each one of us open his heart to the passive 
and easy acceptance of thy sophistical instructions ?” 

This is the whole matter. And what mighty argument against 
the individual examination of the Scripture is there in this? 


* Thus, instead of “shall we not assign,” &c., “are we not to show respect,” &c. 
St. Basil’s words would have been more correctly rendered thus: “ What sayest 
thou? Is it that we are to give no weight to those that have preceded us? Is it 
that we are to show no respect to the majority of Christians, both of them that now 
live, and of those that have lived since the first preaching of the gospel?” Is it that 
we are to make no account of the peculiar respect (dtiwua) due to those who have 
been distinguished by spiritual gifts of every sort, to all of whom the ag ene course 
that thou hast now recently devised would be execrable and hostile? But shutting 
the eyes of the soul, and each one of us banishing from his thoughts,” &c. I may 
also remark that in the last sentence of the extract, Dr, O’Connell’s poetical version, 
“the whole of the years that have flown by,” is an improvement on the eloquence 
of the original. St. Basil had simply said, éy ravri re mapedOdvre xpdvy. 
But Dr. O'Connell is ipdehtedefor this, as for all his other extracts and trans- 


lations, to the labours of Messrs. Berington and Kirk.—Faith of Catholics, vol. i. 
pp. 378, 9. 
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Because St. Basil “ eloquently and indignantly” denounces the 
disrespect for antiquity, on which Eunomius rested his preten- 
sions, does it necessarily follow that he must also denounce 
every one who, in dependence on the teaching of Divine grace, 
and with the honest aid of every subsidiary help, seeks, even 
though he be an “ individual,” to examine the Scriptures, which, 
he is taught by the Apostles themselves, are able “ to make wise 
unto salvation ?” 

And if we reverence the judgment of the primitive church, if 
we believe, with the Council of Nice, that the doctrine held by 
the vast majority of the Christian doctors of the first three 
centuries, was the doctrine of the Apostles, and the true inter- 
pretation of the Scriptures, must we therefore deny or reprobate - 
the individual examination of the Scriptures? Surely not. For 
we hold that the doctrine taught by the primitive saints and 
doctors is in strict conformity with the Scriptures, and we have 
no fears that any one, possessed of sufficient judgment and 
learning, will by an impartial examination of the Scriptures 
eyer arrive at any other conclusion. 

Where, then, is the force of the foregoing extract to establish 
the statement of Dr. O’Connell, that St. Basil reprobated the 
individual examination of Scripture? Its applicability to the 
question at issue must depend on one of two assumptions, 
which appear to be continually presenting themselves to Dr. 
O’Connell’s mind, and biassing his judgment :—that we refuse 
to assign any weight whatsoever to the judgment of antiquity 
and of the primitive church; or that we contend for the right of 
every individual to draw what conclusions he pleases out of the 
Scripture, by the aid of his own unassisted imagination, without 
reference to history, or antiquity, or learning of any kind; and 
to receive these conclusions as articles of faith. 

If we contended for this kind of individual examination of the 
Scriptures, then, I admit, our doctrine would be reprobated by 
all antiquity, and the passage cited by Dr. O’Connell from the 
writings of St. Basil would be exactly in point. 

But surely Dr. O'Connell is not so ignorant of English 
theology as to suppose that the church of England contends for 
any such licentious doctrine. He cannot but know that the 
ablest defence of the Nicene Fathers, against the charge brought 
against them by modern heretics, (and countenanced, too, by a 
divine of his own communion, the Jesuit Petau or Petavius,) 
has been made by a prelate of the English church. And the 
very titles of that learned writer's works, received as they haye 
been for more than a century, as expressing the true doctrine 
of our church, are in themselves a sufficient refutation of so 
gross a calumny. 1 refer, of course, to the “ Defensio fidei 
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Nicanw ex Scriptis Catholicorum doctorum qui intra tria prima 
Eeclesia Christiane secula floruerunt,” to the “ Judicium 
Keclesiw Catholice trium primorum seculorum,” and to the 
“ Primitiva et Apostolica Traditio Dogmatis in Ecclesia Catho- 
lica recepti de Jesu Christi 8. N. Divinitate asserta,” of the 
eminently learned Bishop Bull. 

It is searcely worth while to spend another word in refutation 
of so silly a calumny, which Dr. O'Connell will not perhaps 
venture openly to defend, although he tacitly assumes it in his 
argument. I refer to this one author in preference to others, 
because his writings bear immediately on the particular class of 
heresy to which Eunomius belonged, and we have, therefore, in 
them an evident and distinct proof, that in dealing with that 
heresy, the divines of our church employ the very same argu- 
ment for which St. Basil contends, and against which Eunomius 
protested. Jt would be easy to cite hundreds of others amongst 
our English theological writers in support of the same argument. 
In fact, it is notorious that the whole spirit of our theology is 
opposed to the monstrous -supposition that we are Eunomians 
in disrespect for the judgment of Christian antiquity, or that we 
would tolerate any arbitrary interpretations of Scripture, fanati- 
cally opposed to the Catholic faith. 

To pass on, therefore, to the immediate question before us, 
I would remark, that the very heresy of Eunomius, in the 
instance against which St. Basil’s “indignant and eloquent” 
denunciation is directed, affords a remarkable proof that Dr. 
O’Connell’s doctrine of an infallible interpreter was unknown to 
the church of the fourth century. 

For Eunomius, as we have seen, denounces antiquity, denies 
the authority of the saints and martyrs who had preceded him, 
and of the majority of Christian doctors, as witnesses to the 
faith ; and he a so evidently because he felt that their testi- 
mony was opposed to his own peculiar views of our Lord’s Deity 
and Person. But he does not denounce, nor make any men- 
tion whatsoever of a living, infallible judge of controversies.* 
Neither does St. Basil, in his reply, make any allusion to the 
existence of such a judge : and yet a very fair opening was given 
him for such an allusion. For Eunomius had argued, why 
should we give the victory altogether to the ancients, and refuse 
so much as to listen to the moderns ?—r7 
Td vémovTas, Tas axoas Tois Why, then, did 


* The same consideration tells also strongly in favour of Bishop Bull’s argument, 
and against the theory of the Jesuit Pctavius and the Socinians. It is evident that 
Eunomius, when he denounced the authority of the ancients, had no idea that their 
testimony was on his side; o~ deat the Fathers who flonrished before his time were 


in fact, as Petavius asseris, Of one mind with Arivs in the article of our Lord’s 
divine nature and person. 
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not St. Basil indignantly and eloquently reply, that the Chris¢ 
tian church did always listen to the moderns, inasmuch as we 
have a living interpreter whose judgment we are bound to follow, 
and whose decisions were invested by the Almighty himself with 
an infallible authority ? 

One can only account for this phenomenon on one or other 
of two suppositions. Either that Eunomius believed the deci- 
sions of this infallible interpreter to be in his favour, or that he 
knew nothing of the existence of such a tribunal. There is some 
difficulty in supposing St. Basil to have acquiesced in the former 
of these alternatives, and therefore we seem forced to conclude, 
that his silence at least can only be accounted for on the latter 
hypothesis. But Dr. O'Connell may take his choice. 

Again, let it be observed, that Eunomius does not censure 
the Catholic Christians for giving an infallible authority to the 
judgment of antiquity, or for making the decisions of the primi- 
tive Fathers a rule of faith, in the sense in which we now use 
that term. He objects only that a greater weight should be 
given to the ancients than to the moderns. Nor does St. Basil 
set him right on this point; but, on the contrary, appears to 
accept his words as a fair statement of the amount of authority 
given by the church to the testimony of antiquity. For St. 
Basil’s reply is this, why should we not give greater weight to 
the tradition which has prevailed amongst so many holy mep 
throughout the whole time that has passed, than to thy impious 
fictions '—edy rep ool, tH pov 
dureBods Sucyv émvoras. But if St. Basil had held the doctrine for 
which Dr. O’Connell now contends, ought he not to have 
replied, that to accept the tradition of the church as an infallible 
rule of faith, and to reprobate “the individual examination of 
the Scriptures” by moderns, was the great principle on which 
the faith of the church was built ; that Eunomius had therefore 
understated the facts of the case; and that to draw a com- 
parison, as he had done, between his own theories and the 
tradition of the ancients, was as impious and as absurd as if he 
had claimed for his confessedly modern dogmas the same autho- 
rity as for the teaching of the Apostles ? 

Dr. O’Connell, after the foregoing extract from St. Basil, pro- 
ceeds to give us another quotation, as if in continuation of it, 
and which nine readers out of ten will probably imagine to be 
another passage from the same author, and closely connected 
with, if not a part of, the former. For it is given in immediate 
continuation, without a line of explanation or a word to explain 
to us whose testimony we are reading. All we have to guide us 
is a reference in a note at the end, in these words, “De Prin- 
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cipiis, p. 164.” This led me to suspect that the extract was not 
from St. Basil but from Origen, and on referring to the Bene- 
dictine edition of the works of Origen, I found the passage 
quoted by Dr, O'Connell, sure enough, at p. 164 of the first 
volume, It occurs in the fourth book of the De Principiis, 


. 8. 
“eee this careless and unscholarlike mode of quoting ancient 
writers, we are not led to expect any very great exactness in the 
extract itself. Dr, O’Connell was very probably under the 
impression that he was still quoting St. Basil,—at all events he 
is evidently guiltless of having consulted the original ; which I 
shall give here in juxtaposition with the translation, which 


Ada has taken as usual from Messrs. Berington and 


Mera we iv eipnetvar wept 
rod elvat rag Osiag ypa- 
pac, dvayraiov imeteX civ rg rpdrw 


Having spoken thus of the inspiration 
of the divine writings, it is necessary for 
me to say something as to the manner 


tne dvayywotwe cal vonoewc of reading and interpreting them; most 
whtiorwy dpaprnparwy yeyevnuivwy errors haying arisen from many not 
rapa rd riv dddy rod igodeveey having found the way in which it is 


ra dywa a Toi ot 

Here follows in the original, a long passage entirely omitted 
by Dr. O’Connell, in which Origen gives instances of the way in 
which the Scriptures are misinterpreted, from the cause to which 
he alludes: first, by the Jews, in their perversions of the prophe- 
cies ; and then by the heretics, in their blasphemous distinction 
between the supreme God and the Creator of the universe. 
This whole passage, which occupies a folio page and a half of 
the Benedictine edition of Origen’s works, is passed over by Dr. 
O’Connell without the slightest hint of the omission; and what 
follows is printed in continuation of the above, without the 
smallest break or interval whatsoever; and yet in Berington 
and Kirk,* where the same quotation, with the same omission, 
is to be found, the defect is indicated by dots thus... It is 
neces also to remark, that the following words are intro- 
duced by Origen with the remark, that the cause of all false 
doctrines and impious opinions respecting God seems to be no 
other than this, that Scripture is understood, not according to 
the spiritual, but according to the nakedly literal sense :— 


Airia dt roig Wev- 
Sodokwwy wai epi 
}) cara ra rvevparied pr) vepo- 
we mode rd PAdy yodppa 
roig we:Qoptvorg js») To those that are con- 
avOpwrwy cvyypoppata tacispdg vinced that the sacred books are not the 


necessary to proceed with the sacred 
reading. 


* Faith of Catholics, vol. i. p. 845. 
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BiBdroug, aX’ imimveiag Tov 
BovAnpar: rod warpdg 
dia Incot Xprorod ravrag tvayye- 
wai cic tAnrAvOiva, Tag 
gavopivag ddovg vrodexriow 
Tov Kkavdvog Inoot Xprerovd 
viou ixcAnciag, 
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composition of men, but have been 
written by the inspiration of the Holy 
Ghost, 

and have come down to us, we 
must point out the manifest ways of 
interpretation to those who hold to the 
tule of the heavenly church of Christ, 


according to the succession from the 
apostles, 


It will be seen that another passage is omitted in this extract, 
without any mark of omission, and for this Dr. O'Connell him- 
self is responsible, for the omission does not occur in his 
authority, Messrs. Berington and Kirk,* whom he has followed 
very closely in their translation of the above passage. 

We may remark, too, that these gentlemen appear to have 
misunderstood the meaning of Origen in this place; for he does 
not say, as their translation makes him say, “I must point out 
the manifest ways of interpretation of the Scriptures to those 
who believe in their inspiration and hold the rule of the 
church,”+ but he says, “ I must point out to them the way which 
appears to me ought to be pursued,” in order to ayoid the evil 
(of which he was speaking just before) of a too rigid adherence 
to the naked letter; and so the old interpretation of Rufinus 
translates this clause—“ que nobis videntur recta via intelli- 
gentie,” and the modern Benedictine translation, “ qua via in 
eorum [scil. sacrorum librorum] lectione insistendum esse nobis 
videatur.” 

Dr. O’Connell adds to the foregoing extract another passage, 
as if it were a continuation of it, without any interval, para- 
graph, or mark of separation; and yet this other passage occurs 
in a very different part of Origen’s works—and in the Benedic- 
tine edition, at an interval of three folio volumes from the former. 
Notwithstanding this, it is evident that our learned author 
imagined it to be all one extract, for he appends to this latter 
passage the reference which properly belongs to the former, 
“De Principiis, p. 164.” For this ridiculous blunder Dr. 
O’Connell has no excuse; for although the following passage 
stands in immediate juxtaposition with the foregoing, in the 
work of Messrs. Kirk and Berington, from which Dr, O'Connell 
drew such stores of learning, yet it is clearly distinguished by 


* Dr. O'Connell, however, makes several slight alterations in the translation given 
by these gentlemen, all of which seem made at random, and are evidently changes 


for the worse. 


t Messrs. Berington and Kirk print this clause thus: “we must point out the 
manifest ways (of interpretation) to those who hold to the rule (canon) of the 
heavenly church of Christ according to the succession from (of) the a 
From which it appears that the words “ of interpretation” were inserted by them 
ad tee yang of Origen ’s meaning ; but Dr. O’Connell omits the parentheses which 
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those gentlemen, being printed as a separate paragraph, and 
with a very tolerably correct reference to the works of Origen,* 

This second extract is as follows ; it occurs in Origen’s Com- 
mentary on the Epistle to the Romans, lib. v. tom. iv. Ed. 
Bened. p. 549, C. I give Dr. O’Connell’s version of it in 
parallel columns, with the old Latin version, for the original 
Greek of this part of Origen’s works is lost. 

Verum Basilides et si qui cum ipso hoc Let Basilides and whoever agrees with 
sentiunt, in sua impictate relinquantur. him, be left in their impiety. But for 
Nos autem apostoli sensum secundum _us let us turn to the meaning of the 
pietatem ecclesiastici dogmatis adver- apostle, according to the piety of the 
tamus. ecclesiastical doctrine. 

We may remark here, that when Origen says, “Basilides et 
si qui cum ipso hoc sentiunt,” he alludes by the word hoc, 
(which Dr. O'Connell does not express in his version,) to the 
heretical doctrine of transmigration of souls,—(usrevowparaces 
dogma,) having just before told us that Basilides had‘strangely 
employed that doctrine to explain St. Paul’s words, “ I was alive 
without the law once,” as if the apostle had intended to intimate 
that he had once lived, before he became a man, in a pre-existing 
state, in which he was not under the law, having been then in 
the form of some beast or bird—*“ in ea specie corporis vixi, que 
‘sub lege non esset, pecudis scilicet, vel avis.” Upon which 
Origen remarks, “ But let us leave Basilides, and whoever else 
may agree with him in this, and let us proceed now to consider 
the apostle’s real meaning as it is interpreted by the doctrines 
of the church”—the impiety of the one interpretation being con- 
trasted with the piety of the other. 

Here is a marvellous and most weighty argument to prove 
how much Origen reprobated “the individual examination of 
the Scriptures.” And yet there is nothing here said either of 
individual examination, or of the Scriptures, or of reprobating 
anything, except the impious dogma of Basilides. The whole 
hangs on the single word, “ ecclesiastical”—for Dr. O’Connell 
seems to write as if it were impossible to express acquiescence 
in the doctrines of the church, or respect for the authority of the 
church, without at the same time reprobating the Scriptures as a 

rule of faith. 

It would be waste of time to say more on the utter inadequacy 
of this passage to prove our author’s point; let Dr. O’Connell, 
therefore, and whoever agrees with him, be left to triumph in 
such arguments, and let us go back to consider the force of the 
former extracts which he has given us, apparently without being 
aware of it, from Origen’s fourth book De Principiis. 


‘ff The only error in thefeference as given by Messrs. Kirk and Berington is a 
typographical one, They have printed p, 349, for 549, Faith of Catholics, vol. i. 
346. 
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And here, again, we are overwhelmed with the irresistible force 
of his logic. For in the first extract the argument is this :— 
Origen declares that most errors have arisen from ignorance of 
the right mode of interpreting the Scriptures. Therefore 
angen reprobates the individual examination of Scripture alto- 
gether. 

O great and most conclusive consequence! but how comes it, 
then, that Origen does not himself say so? On the contrary, he 
seems most awkwardly to imply the very reverse ; for, after 
having stated that most errors arise from our not knowing how 
to interpret Scripture, he does not say, “therefore beware how 
you read them at all,”—but “ therefore let me explain to you 
how to read and understand them rightly.” And this is the tes- 
timony which Dr. O’Connell alleges as amounting to a repro- 
bation of the individual examination of the Scriptures ! 

But there is another passage still remaining; and in it the 
argument is still more subtle and refined. For there Origen 
states the particular error of interpretation that so many have 


fallen into to be this, that they have adhered zpos 1d WAdv ypajaua, | 


to the mere letter, not understanding the spiritual sense. And 
he adds, let us therefore explain what we believe to be the true 
way of interpretation, not for the benefit of Jews and heretics, 
but for them who believe in the inspiration of the Scriptures, 
which the Jews do. not, and who hold the rule of the church, 
(that is to say, the Creed,) which the heretics deny. 

These are the premises of the argument. But now for the 
conclusion. Therefore we must reprobate the individual 
examination of the Scriptures.” In other words, “ Errors have 
been committed in the interpretation of Scripture ; I will explain 
to you how to avoid these errors in reading the Scriptures ; 
therefore you are not to examine the Scripture at all.” What 
admirable reasoning. What irresistible conclusiveness. _ 

But here, again, the church is mentioned, and the rule of the 
church, too; and surely, Dr. O’Connell will say, if there be a 
rule of the church, what business have we with individual exami- 
nation of the Scriptures? 

Pity that Origen did not perceive this consequence, for then 
he might have saved himself the trouble of the elaborate instruc- 
tions he proceeds to give his readers, on the spiritual mode of 
interpreting Scripture. The whole thing might have been cut 
short with a single line. You have the rule of the church, and 
you hold to it; therefore you have no occasion at all to examine 
or interpret the Scriptures. Such, however, was Origen’s blind- 
ness, that instead femal thus, as he clearly ought to have 
done, for Dr. O’Connell’s purpose, he perversely argues quite 
the contrary way, ttidedsioh that it is to those especially who 
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hold the rule of the church by succession from the apostles that 
he thinks it necessary to address his instructions. He even 
excludes others, as being less concerned in the matter; and so 
great is his confusion of thought on the subject, that he seems 
evidently to have imagined that it was the more necessary to 
point out to his readers the right way of interpreting the Serip- 
ture, because ais held and were already acquainted with the 
rule of the chure 


All this is very perplexing. Origen is certainly a most 
unlucky witness to bring forward in reprobation of the indi- 


vidual examination of Scripture; and one would hope that 
Dr. O’Connell will not again venture to bring him hooded into 


court, without being quite sure who he is, and what he is ready 
to attest. 


James H. Topp. 
Trinity College, Dublin, May 19, 1848. 


, ANCIENT CHURCHWARDENS’ ACCOUNTS OF A CITY PARISH. 
(Continued from page 79.) 

This is the Acownt of John Brown & Symvnd tyller Chyrch wardens 
ffrome ovr lady day in lent last past the xix yer of the Rengne 
of kyng henre the vijt® tyll myhelmes next ffollowyng ffor the 
goodys & Rentys Resseved that be longyng unto Chyrch of Sent 


Andre Hobbardys in Estchep. [From Lady Day to Michaelmas, 
1504.] 


Ressettys. 
ffyrst, Resseved of John ffor 
be Quest . xx’ 


Item, Ressevyd ffor the Pasecall at Ester 5 viij® vj* ob. 
Item, Resseved in the stret for A ovr 

Chyrch hally day . ix® xj‘ 
Item, ffor John Brownys pytt & knell. 
Item, Resseved of John Brownys wyf for di. A yerres Rent 

Endyng at mydsomer last past .. xx‘ 
Item, Resseved ffor John Mayers wyf ‘A torehe and A 
dy towell . 


Item, Ressevyd ffor di. ‘A yer quartereg gaderyd for the 
Clerkkes in the Chyrch xj viij¢ 
Summa of ovr vil xvj® ob. 
Paymentys. 
Item, payd to Wyllar Contiok ; an 


Item, payd forbromys. . 
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Item, payd for palme Py 
Item, payd for Candell . 


Item, payd for Syngyng bred ‘ 


Item, payd for mendyng of the organs . oN viij* 
Item, payd for ij paysses of lede . xvij4 
Item, payd tothe Rakkar , 
Item, payd for all [ale] on palme sonday , ” 
Item, payd for wachyng of the sepvlcer colles brede all 

& water for the font 
Item, payd to Thomas Clerk 
Item, payd for a new Rope for the Sanctvs bell . ij* 
Item, ffor brede all & wyn on our day .  vij ob. 


Item, payd to Thoms Clerk . 


Item, payd a pon Corpus crysty ffor syngers xiij? 
Item, payd for xxd 
Item, payd for all ffor the syngers 
Item, payd for naylles for the canape_. ob. 
Item, payd for beryng ofatorch . 
Item, payd for garneschyng of xiiij torches. iij® vj" 
Item, payd for Jvdas candell 
Item, payd for the ffvnttaper & the crose candell . vij* 
Item, payd for the pascall . . “e ij® 
Item, payd to Thomas Clerk viij® 
Item, payd for Ewys & ffloverys at My dsomer vi 
Item, paid Stevyn Cherry . vs 
Item, payd Willym Condvk . 
liem, payd fforoyll . viij4 
Item, payd ffor weschyng of the Chyrche ger ae x? 
Item, payd to Thomas Clerk 
Item, payd ffor the Ryngyng of John Brownys knell iiij4 
Item, payd ffor Clen.of the yard & Carage 
A wa i) 
Item, ai ffor settyng on of the avbys to Raff Clerke . iiij* 
Item, payd ffor the obbet of Sir Robardes 
Item, payd to Thoms Clerke . viij® 


Summa of ovr Paymentes iiij'' x* viij4 
And So Remayn in the Boxe cler at this A coynt iij'' vj’ iij¢ ob. 


Item, payd for Brede all & A ovre 


day & the Eve* ix@ 


Item, vj'i of candell vij4 ob. 
Item, payd for mendyng of iij Sorpelles iiij* 
Item, payd for holme & Ivy at Crystmes .. v? ob, 


* This entry commences on the front page of a new leaf. The last entry on the 
following page is the Summa “ xxvj* vj‘ ob.” The leaf seems to be only part of 
the account from Michaelmas 1504 to April 1505, when the next account com- 
mences,. 
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ae payd to a prest the Svnday A for Crystmesday . .. _ iiij 
Item; payd Wylliam condoct 
Item, payd to a prest A pon cristmes day & the “dayes 
Item, payd to the Kyng for the Cherch hovs xij! 
Item, payd to Thoms Clerke xxd 
Item, payd to A prest the Sunday after ery stmes day ; iiij4 
Item, payd for A li of candell ; j¢ 
Item, payd for A prest A pone Newers day ‘the sonday 

followyng & A pon xij*® day . xij¢ 
Item, ffor waschyng of the Chyrch ger . ‘ 
Item, ffor the obbet of Jyllan flarhed . . . 
Item, payd to Thoms Clerke ; 
Item, payd for mendyng of A bell clapper viij4 
Item, payd for settyng on the Abbys iiij4 
Item, payd for A new Bavdryke for the iij -viij4 
Item, payd to A norgen player that wold Clerk viij4 
Item, payd for palme flovers & Syngyng bred ; iiij4 


Item, payd for makkyng Clen of the Chyrch one & 
caryng A way the Robysch ob. 
Item, payd for iij Sorpelles makkyng iiij4 


Item, payd for frankkyn sens 
Item, payd for wechyng of the sepvlcer bred all & collys 8 a@ 
Item, payd to Steven Schery 

Item, payd for ij gallons lamppe oill xxd 
Item, payd to Wylliam Condoct . . . 

Item, payd for weschyng of the chyrch ger 2 ww xd 
Item, payd for settyng on of v Abbys.. iiij4 
Item, payd for A prest A pon palme Sonday : : viij4 
Item, payd for A prest A pon goode Fryday . ‘ iiij? 
Item, payd for A prest A pon Ester Eve & the day ; xij4 
Item, payd for iij'' tapers for the Roode loft . 
Item, payd for A of sysses for the bem lyghte . 

xxvj* ob, 


This is the Accompte of Hugh Marsche and Jarard Chauncy Church 
Wardeyns off Seynt Andrew Hobard by Estchepe in london of the 
Rentes goodes & owrnamentes bilongyng to the same Church from 
the xiijth Day of Aprile in the xx‘! yer of the Reign of Kyng 
Herry the vijth on to the xviijth Day of Nouember in the xxjti 
yer of the Same — [From April 1505 to November 1505.] 


Receitis ffor the Clarkes Wages. 


Item, ffirst Receivyd which Remeyned 2: the prede- 
cessors Wardeyns in the boxe. : 


Ps. A 
RS 
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Item, Receuyd at Estor toward the clerkes wages xvijt 
Item, Receuyd the xx day of Aprile toward the same , ij* iii? 
Item, Receyvyd the xxvij day of Aprile 
Item, Receuyd on ascencion Day . xviij4 
Item, Receuyd on Whitsonday . 
Item, Receuyd on seynt Laurent Day 7 
Item, Receuyd after Bartholomew Da ij* vé 


Item, Receuyd the Sonday the Eve of natiuite of our lady 


And for John Broun is house Callid the Church Hows. 


Item, Receuyd of John Broun is Wife for iij quarters 
houserent endid at mydsomer for the Church house 
which John brown late dwelt in ee our 


Item, Receuyd of the same John Brown is wife bi the 


jugement of symond tiler & Raff Clerk toward Repa- 
cions of the same house. iiij¢ 


Item, Receuyd of William Parkyntone for oon quarter 
Rent of the same John broun is house Callid the Church 


Summa of the Receites vj!! xiij* xj4 
Paymentes. 


Item, we the accomptauntes alowiyd marion garion for ij* 
j* which he paid to a prest syngyng in the Church of 
seint Andrew Hobard at Diuerce tymys, & he forgave 


Item, payd to A smyth the xxij day of Aprile for mendyng 
of the Clok in the Church ‘ vj4 
Item, paid the ixt® Day of may for brede ale & wyne for 
the singersinthe Church. ob. 
Item, paid for lampe oile at Diuerce tymes within the 
tyme of this accompt ij* j* 
Corpus Cristi Daye. 
Item, paid for garlondes the same day « viij4 
Item, paid to berers for beryng of torches the same day . xij? 
Item, paid to Stephyn Cheryn for beyng at matens & i 
Evynsonge the same day . + ij 
Item, paid for poyntes and nailys "FR 
Item, paid for Dressing of xij torchis to John burton =. __iiij* 
Summa Huius ix’ ij* ob. 
Mydsomer. 
Item, paid for birche & floures for Dressing the Church 
Quiterent. 


Item, paid to the Rentgaderers of seint mari spitill for quite 
Rent for oon hole yere endid at mydsomer for the 

Item, paid for mendyng of the litill bell in the stipull —. iij4 
Voi, XXXIII,—June, 1848, | 
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to the Raker. 


Item, paide to John the Raker for ij quarters endid at 
myhelmas & for Rubbus caried out of the Church yard 


The Clarkes Wages. 

Item, paid to John wade clerk for on wee endyd at 
mydsomer 

Item, paid to John Dyer clerk for oon ‘quarter endid at 
myghhelmas_ . 

Item, paid to John forster clerk onwarde of oon quarter 
wages from myghhelmas to Cristmas . . 

Item, paid for scowring of the grete lampe in the Church 


Item, paid for mendy of & for maky of i 
Rochetes. 


Church Wasshing. 


Item, paid to Raf Clerkes Wife bi the Jugement of Jarard 


Chauncy for wasshing of the Church stuffe for oon 
quarter endid at myhelmas_ 


Item, paid for Wasshing of iiij Corporas clothes ° 


Item, paid to Symond a Carpenter for makyng of A newe 


Summa huius iij!! iiij* v¢ 


Paymentes. 
Item, paid for iiij' taloghcandell . 


Item, paid for settyng on of A parell upon a vesty ment .. 


The obite of Mr. Robertt. 


Item, paid ffor the obite for Mr. Robertt Salows . 
Item, paid te the engrosing of this Accompte i sie 


Summa huius vj* v¢ 
Summa off the Receites vj!! xiij* xj4 
Summa off the Payments iiij'' ob. 
So ther Remeyneth cler to the boxe of thus accompte_. 


xvj* viij4 
xvj® viijé 


xij 
ij¢ 


xx? 


lvjs 


This ys the Accompte of vsSymond Tyler & Thomas Peycok Chirche 
wardeins of Saint Andrewes hobard by Estchepe in london of the 
Rentes goodes & ornamentes belongyng to the same Chirche frome 
the xviijth day of the moneth of Nouembre the xxj‘! yere of the 
reigne of kyng henry the vij'® unto the ffeast of saint Mighell 
tharchaungell next ensuyng yn the xxij'! yere of the reigne of kyng 
henry the vijth. [From November 1505 to Michaelmas 1506. ] 


Receytis. 


Ffirst receyued which remayned by the predecessours 
wardeins yn the Boxe as hit apperith by the last Accompt 
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Item, receuyed for a knyll for Squyrell 
Item, more for higstone 
Item, receuyed in money att Ester for the Pascall viij® ob. 
Item, receuyed in money which was gadred on the Chirch 

day in the strete ix* 


Item, receuyed as yt sheweth by the pryekyng by lles for 
the Clerkes wages by allourtyme . 
Item, receuyed of Thomas Eggerton a knyll for Mr. 
manaryng iij® iiij? 
Item, resceuyed at Estir of Chamberers_ 


Item, resceuyed of Richard Semer for a pei fr John ple x’ 
Item, for the wast of iij torches 


Money Receyued for the Sinise of the parsonage. 
Summa x! xvj* ob. 


Ffirste, of RichardSemar . . 
Item, of Roger Grave . xxv* 
Item, of Hugh Marche ij* iiij4 
Item, of Humfrey Mawdytte viij@ 
Item, resceuyed of Henry Squirell for the ‘Howse the 

plommer dwelleth yn xviij? 
Item, of walter Develyn - x? ob. 


Summa iiij!! xj* ob. 


Item, resceyued of Water Develyn for his Wyfes knell . _ iijé iiij¢ 
Item, resceuyed of Thomas Smyth for the Chirch Howse 
fora quarter ended at midsomer Anno xxj of kyng Henry 


the vijth*., xiijs iij4 
Item, resceuyed of Roger Grave for the bequest of 

Mestresse Cokkes -. ij® 
Item, resceuyed by vs of James Montgomery towardes the 

makyng of the Crosse vpon the Stepill 
Item, resceuyed by vs gudered ee all the  parisshens 

towardes the said Crosse. -. 


Summa istius xxviij® 
Summa of alle our resceyts xvj'! xv* ix 


-Paymeatis. 


Item, paid to Richard ffoster Clerk for his hole yere wages 
endyng at mighelmas in the xxij'! of the reigne of kyng 


_ Henry the vijth ii"! vjs 
Item, paied-for a quarter of Colys 


‘Item, paied for A lode Sand. . ; 
Item, paied- for of the Candis kkes ayenst 


Item, paied to the morow masse preest at Estir 5 vj® viij4 


Item,a iedf or xxxvij '> wax price of euery '> y‘ summa xy v4 
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Item, paied to the wexchaundeler at Estir for makyng of 
iij** lb. of wexe andv. ° ° 


Item, paid forthe Pascall . 

Item, paied for mendyng of a braunche of Jaton byfore 
saint Jame 

Item, paied for watchyng of the Sepulere 

Item, paied to a preest to Helpe at Ester 

Item, paied for garlondes on Corps cristi day . 

Item, paied the same day to the torche berers and for Ale 
tothem . 

Item, —_— to a man for Ryngyng of henry "Squerrelles 
knyl 

“hg paied for mendyng of the litell bell 

Item, paied for makyng clene of the Chirche howse 

Item, paied for holme and Ivy agenst Cristmas 

Item, paied to the Raker for an hole yere - 


Item, paied to A preest for —" in the Cristmas haly- 


Item, paied for makyng ‘of A 

Item, paied for flayryers obytte 

Item, paied for a breke ffast to henry squerelles executours 

Item, paied for wasshing the fyrst quarter. . 

Item, paied for wasshing for ii) quarters of the Chirches 
gere the summa 

Item, paied the ixth day of May for bred Ale and wyne 


Item, paied for Oyle and Candelles from all Halowen Day 
vanto Mighelmas 


Item, paied for Ale : 


Item, _ to A man for Ry ngy ng of Develyns wyfes 
knell 


Item, paied for maister Robert Salbis obytte — 
Item, paied to Drynk to the preestes 
Item, paied to a morow masse preest for half a quarter . 


Item, paied to the same preest more for a reward on 
other tyme 


Item, paied at midsomer for bowes 

Item, paied for ij lampes ° 

Item, paied for garnysshing of xi torches ayenst Corps 
cristi day . 

Item, paied to Stephyn Cherye for i iij quarters 

Item, paied for mending of the Clok . 

Item, paied to A man for Ryngyng of John fflyes knell . 


Item, paied to A man for Ryngyng of Maister Manarynges 
knell 


Item, paied to A Ty er for i ij dayes werk 
Item, paied.to his laborer for iiij daies . 

Item, paied for Refe Lyle 
Item, paied for lath and nayles 
ani, paied for a lode Sande 3 oem 
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Item, paied for a basket 
Item, paiedfor CC Tyle . . . . 
Item, paied to the plommer . ° A ° ° 


This is the Accompte of Symond Tiler and Thomas Pecok Church- 
wardeyns of Seynt Andrewe Hobard by Estchepe in london off the 
Rentes goodes.and ornamentes bilongyng to the same Church that 
is to say from the ffeest of seynt myChaell tharchaungele in the 
xxij yere of the Reign of kyng Henry the vijt® on to the fiéest 
of seynt Mychaell tharchaungell in the xxiij'! yer of the Reign of 
the said kynge our souereyn lorde that is to say for oon hole yere. - 


[trom Michaelmas 1506 to Michaelmas 1507.] 


Receites and Charges. 


Ffirst the same accomptauntes Chargith them which Re- 
meynyd of the boxe bi the ffoott of the Last Accomptt 
Summa . 

Item, Receuyd of Herry Atkynson of olde mony for the 

parson is Duetie 

Item, Receuyd of William Childerle which Remeynyd 
in his hondes when he was collecter . 

Item, Receuyed off Thomas Smyth for oon hole yer 
Rent endid at mydsomer last past for the Church tene- 
ment which he now dwellithin§ . 

Item, Recevid of Dyuers in the parisch tooward ' oon 
quarters wages for Sir John boy morow masse preest . 


Summa iij§ ix4 
Receits and Charges. 


Item, Recevid of the Parischen towarde the ij** quarter 


fur the foresaid prestes wages. 
Item, Recevid of the parischen as it aperith bi the prick. 

Item, Recevid at Ester of Chamberers ‘ 


Item, Recevid of Thomas Stidall cooper for brekyng vp 
the grounde within the Church for A pit for his moder- 


lawe to be buriedin . 
Item, Recevid in Pascall mony Summa : 
Item, Receved which was —— in the strete by Dyuers 


iijé 


xj® viij® 
v4 
inj* vj* 

vj* viij4 
viij* v4 


vij® vij? 


Summa totalis of the Receites And Charges amountith to the Summa 


xviij!! 
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Paymentes and discharges, 


Item, paid to John Smyth organ plaier for A a! end- 

-yng at our Lady Day inlent 
Item, paid to hym for A Rewarde. . +» 
Item, paid for mendyng of the dexe in the quier 
Item, paid to the Raker for oon hole yer 


Item, paid for a holiwater stik of latyn . 
Item, paid at Cristmas for holme andIve . . . 
Item, paid for A schowle 


Item, paid for bromys, . 
Item, paid for beryng of A Cheste into the vestre . 
Item, paid for mendyng of the Clok 
Item, paid for A Rope tothe same Clok. 


Item, paid to A smyth for mendyng of the lok of the quere 
Doore 


Item, paid for A water pott ° 


Item, paid A yenst for sygyng brede palme 
& floures . ; 


Item, paid for ale to the syngers 


Item, paid for the wacchyng of the sepultar ; 
Item, paid for A quarter of Coles . sagt Ts 


Item, paid for ale for the wacchers of the sepaltar lighth 
Summa xviij§ iiij* ob, 


Payments and Discharges. 


Item, paid for mendyng of ij bawdrykes for ij belles 
Item, paid for garlondes for Corps cristi day ° 
Item, paid to xij torche berers the same Day for bery ng 
of xij torches. 

Item, paid for garnyshing of xij torches 


Item, paid for garnyshinge of the Church Dore at my d- 
somer and for birche . 


Item, paid for A Lampe 
Item, paid for the pastall Agenst Ester . : 


Item, paid for ‘ied of A glasse Wyndowe in the 
‘Church. 


‘quite Rente. 


Item, paid to the Rentgaderer of seynt mari spitell for 
oon hole yere quiterent' . 
Item, paid for A lode of sande ‘ 


Item, paid to John fosters wyffe for waschy ng ‘the Church 
stuff. . 


Item, paid to the wax chaundeler , 
Item, paid to the talogh chaundeler for oyle and Candell 


Prestes salary. 


Item, paid to syr John boye for di yer endid at myd- 
somer 


Item, paid to John foster for A quarter endid at Cristmas 


vj® viij4 


vj viij4 
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Clerkes Wages, 


Item, paid to Robert * Clerk for di yere endyng at 


Item, paid to stevyn Cheryn for hys 
Summa viij!! viij4 


Paymentes and Discharges. 
Item, paid to Robert the clerkes man for oon quarter seruise 
endid at our ladi day in lentt Obites gt vel Pe 


Item, paid for the obit@of Julian fairehed . xj* x? 
Item, paid for the obite of maister Robertt salows vs 
Item, paid to Thomas anus at Receving the mony for 

Item, paid for engrossing of thes Accompte ermincigtta Xe xij* 


Summa xxiiij* 


Thys ys the Acowntie of Mariyne garyne And John Charnoll chyrtche 
wardeins of the parysshe of Seynte Andrew hobberd of london in 
Easteshepe of the rentes goodes & ornamentes bylongyng to the 
same chyrtche that ys fortoseye from the feste of Seynte myhell 
the arkeawngell in the xxiij'® yere of kyng herre the vijt® vnto 
the feste of Seynte myhell the arkeavngell in the xxiiij'* yere of 
the reygne of kyng herre the vij'® the fowll of A hole yore [From 
Michaelmas, 1507, to Michaelmas, 1508. ] 


Reseyttes. 


ffyrste resseyved in the chyrtche boxe of our predesessors __vij!i yj¢ 
resseyved of Thomas smythe ffor the a howsse for 

Ahole yere . marke 
resseyved of Richard Semer ffor dett owyng to the chyrtche x 
resseyved of John hollman bequeste to the byldyng ee 


the steppyll & hys knell. x! 
resseyved of Thomas peysser ffor berrying of hys chyild . xij? 
resseyved of our pascall mony ‘ a 
resseyved on our chyrtche hallydaye gadderd i in the strett xj* ij¢ qua, 
resseyved of Egertovnys wyffe ffor A knell. 
resseyved ffor the clerkys _— as yt oe by the 

resseyved of Jesurs ffor A pyt & knell 
resseyved of gerrad hawnseye of old dett 
resseyved ffor old tymber of the xviij4 
resseyved of chamberrers ‘ i 
resseyved of the excektors of John hall & hys wyffes to ‘ 

the reparys of our stepyll ‘ ‘ xxvj* viij4 


Summa xx!i xv° iij? qua. 


* A blank is left in the MS. for the name. 
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Item, ffor byrtche & garnyschyng of the chyrtche dowre 

Item, payde ffor ij bokys of the seruysse of Jhesu ; 
Item, payde to the clerke flor ryngyng of Egertownys knell 
Item, paid ffor kandyll and oyle ffora yer . 
Item, paid ffor ryngyng of Jesurs wyffes knell .  . 


Summa 


Item, payde ffor takkyng downe of the spyyr of the ay 

Item, flor A C of vj penny nayle . 

Item, ffor A C of v penny nayle . 

Item, A C of iiij penny naylle . 

Item, ffor naylles for the = blll for led . 

Item, ffor makyng clene of the stepyll & havyng owte of 
the dowffedowng .. 

Item, ffor A Cantepece for the stepyll price nd Gas 

Item, ffor A pece of tymber for pecyng of the crosse of the 
stepyll 

Item, ffor CC & di of quarterbord the C ij viij4 Summa 

Item, flor daye & di worke ffor my Selfle  . 


Item, flor ij days worke for my prentysse ° 
Item, ffor i Aj doggys of yron ffor the stepyll whey ng vij li. 
the li. j4 ob, Summa 


Item, ffor mendyng of iij henges ffor the cheste with torch ys 


Item, ffor mendyng the gret keye ffor the chyrtche dowre 
Item, ffor di A M!! of gret naylles 
Item, ffor small naylles 

Item, ffor A C & di of quarterbord the Ci ij viij4 Summa 


Item, ffor A manys labor ij days. 
Item, ffor A manys labor A daye & di. . , . 
Item, ffor CC & xvij'! of led Castyng for the chy riche. 
Item, ffor iij'!! Sowdder 


Item, ffor the obytte of Sir Robert Salus. 


Summa xvj* viij® 


Item, ffor sertchyng of maysteres Rogers testment . : 
Item, ffor A load of Tyll 
Item, ffor makyng of the ladder. 
Item, ffor A taper ffor the rood lofte & ffor syssys . . 
Item, payde ffor quyte rente . 


Summa 
Summa reste dewe to the boxe vij!! viij ob, 


Memorandum, that ther remaynyth in the handes of 
Thomas Capparste wax chawndler in towr strette the 
xxij'® daye of october Anno xxiiij'® of the reyngh of 
kyng herre the vijt® in clere wexe xlv!! iij quarters 


Item, owyng to the’chy rtche to the byldyng of the steppyll 
of the beqweste of Thomas Egertoun. 


iiij4 

vj® 
xij4 

xj? ob. 
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Item, beqweyth to the parysshe chyrtehe of saynte Andrewe hubbard | 
by Jane Rogers to praye fur my Sowle And the sowlles A for Seyd' 
As yt Apperythe in my Testamente A newe Cope to be mad of 
whyte or blew sylke moste Convenyente ffor the Same Chyrtehe'of 
the valewe of xx marke to serue in the Same chyrtche to the onor 
of god as long as yt wyll Endewre regesterd at lambhyth in the boke 
Callyd Vox and in the xxx'* quayre of the Same boke. [This 
entry is on the top of the first page of a leaf. ‘The rest of the leaf 
is torn off, and the next entry begins on the top of the second page.] 


Thys ys the A Countt of Thomas Pekoe And maryan gerene Chyrche 
Wardens of Sentt Andrew howbard by Est Chepe In london of the 
Rentes goodes and ornamenttes by longyng to the same Chyrch 
that ys tosay frome the ffest off Sentt myhell tharcaungele In the 
xxiiij*® yere Rayne off Kyng hary the vij' on to the ffest of Sent 
myhell tharchaungele In the ffyrst yere off the Rayne off kyng 
hary the viijS [From Mich, 1508, to Mich. 1509. The remainder 
of the page is torn off. ] 


Item, Resceuyed of crystofer tyler 
Item, Resceuyed off Rychard Mawer 


Item, Resceuyed of Hew Andryauson 


Item, payd to A prest for Sondays & holy days ‘for A 


hole yere iiij4 


xij4 


Item, payd to the paryche Clarke for A hole yere 
Item, payd to Steven Chery for Ahole yere. . xxd 
Item, payd ffor the hobytt of Syr Robertt salus—. ot 
Item, payd ffor the hobytt of Julyan forhed xj® iiij4 
Item, payd ffor garnyshyng off xij torches 
Item, payd ffor beryng off yem 
Item, payd ffor beryng of vj torches for the kyng . ; xij4 
Item, payd ffor wasshyag of the churche gere for a hole 

Item, payd ffor A chest for the Churche 
Item, payd to sent mary spetell ffor quytt Rentt 
Item, peyd ffor wachyng off the sepulker iiij4 
Item, payd ffor makyn off A doogg off heryn eS xvij4 
Item, payd ffor mendyng of lokkes and plattes & hukes to bd 

the Churche and the Churche hows . ijs iij4 
Item, payd to the Raker ffor Ahole  . viij4 
Item, payd ffor palme fflours and kakes ys 
Item, payd ffor shoryng of the Churche gere At Ester. vj‘ 


Item, payd ffor mendyng of A segge in Thomas Smythes om 
hows with oder thynges «ew viij4 
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Item, payd ffor mendyng off the stayer of the clok hows 
& hangyng off A lader In the carpentere yard . . 
Item, payd ffor makyng off haumers [so the word seems, 
but it is doubtful] In yoour hawlter 


Item, payd ffor Ale on ine sonday . . 
Item, payd ffor Rynggyn off master Semers knell. 
Item, ar ffor Remouyng off A stone in to the churche 


Item, payd ffor A lampe for the Churche a es 
Item, payd ffor bows and gayes at mydsomer ; : 
Item, payd ffor ij garnettes ffor A pew dore ° ° 
Item, payd ffor Nayles and Rattes bane : 

Item, payd ffor mendyng off the Roppes and A bavdryke 


ffor the Churche 
Item, payd for A New Roppe for the grett bell eye 
Item, payd ffor iiij C of lathe 


Item, payd ffor mendyng of vj surples colers . ; ° 
Item, payd ffor garlandes on Corpus cristi day st 2 


Item, payd ffor broms . cul 
Item, payd ffor A shouell . 
Item, payd ffor mendyng off the glasse wy ndows . 
Item, payd ffor Roffe Nayle 
Item, payd ffor Spreg Nayle 


Item, payd ffor all manor of grett N ayle 
Item, payd for ij M'! & vj C halffe oftyle 
Item, payd for xij lode offlyme & ijsakkes 
Item, payd for iiij lode offsande 
Item, payd for vij lode offlome . 
Item, payd for tyle pennes . 
Item, payd for Caryng A way of xj lode of Robys ; 
Item, payd for ix fotte of fre stone 
Item, payd to A tyler & masson & Fick ley er ffor XXXViij 
days viij? a day 
Item, payd to the laborers ffor xxviij dayes the day wy iy 
Item, payd whan we sett the ij torches off the kynges gyft 
Item, paid ffor ij lode and a halffe off bryke . . 
Item, payd to the plummemer ffor Castyng off xv C and 
A quarter xvij'' price the C Castyng xiiij4 Summa _ 
Item, payd ffor xij"! ofsowder 
Item, payd to the Carpenter ffor hym selffe And hys man 
xiiij days & halffe the day viij* . 
Item, payd to hys prentys ffor xij days And halffe the day 
Item, payd to the Carpenter for stuffe . 
Item, payd ffor A bred bene . 
Item, payd to the thalow e@handeler for oyle and Candell 
ffor A hole yere ; 
Item, payd flor makyng off A kay e flor A chest for Churche 


xxv° liij? 


xj® viijé 


ij4 


x¢ ob. 
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Item, payd to the wexchandeler for makyng of the 


paschall Aud tapers for A hole yere . viijé 
Item, payd flor And hangyng loke ffor the torche chest . it 
Item, payd ffor Engrosyng of thys A Covntt . . ° xij? 


Summa totalis Rest yn the church box off this a cownt clear 
ix!! iiij* ij4 ob, 


ON THE WORSHIP OF THE VIRGIN MARY. 


Ir there be any one point in which the doctrine and practice of 
the church of Rome are clearly and palpably indefensible, it is 
the worship it teaches its members to pay to the blessed 
Virgin, and the doctrine it inculcates with regard to her 
person, and her influence and power in the work of human 
salvation. In vain have Romanists attempted to produce, 
either from Scripture, or from the doctrine and practice of the 
rimitive church, a single sentence to justify their church. 
hen we have laid aside their citations from spurious writings, 
the novelties of later and superstitious ages, and the absurd 
impieties of pretended visions, and miracles, and revelations, 
they have absolutely nothing else to produce in their defence, 
except, indeed, it be those preposterous claims to infallible 
authority, which they are obliged to resort to when every other 
argument has failed them. 

And yet, perhaps, their errors and corruptions respecting the 
worship of the Virgin Mary require to be treated with greater 
caution for this very reason, that they are so gross and inde- 
fensible ; and that, not only because we are obliged at every step 
to prove our charge, in order to protect ourselves from the 
suspicion of misrepresentation or exaggeration, but because in 
confuting them we have need of the utmost care and recollection, 
lest, by any iuadvertence in our mode of expressing ourselves, 
we should subject ourselves to a censure which might bear the 
appearance of justice, and should convey a false impression with 
regard to the doctrine and feeling of our own church. For, on 
the one hand, the teaching of the church of Rome is so mani- 
festly erroneous and unscriptural, that it seems scarcely possible 
to use too strong language in condemnation of such corruptions 
of Christianity. On the other hand, there is need of caution, 
lest, in expressing ourselves with the strength and distinctness 
which are demanded by the importance and magnitude of the 
error itself, fully as much as by the extravagant and scarcely 
credible terms in which that error is taught, we should use rm 
language which Romanists could lay hold of or misapprehend, 
and so subject our church to prejudice and misrepresentation. 

_ Romanists are accustomed to be told by their clergy, that 
the doctrine of Protestants requires them to speak dispara- 
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gingly and irreverently of the mother of Christ. Of course 
we know that this is a mistake, and that if any Protestants 
have ever given any ground for such a misrepresentation, they 
are not among those who have been known or respected 
among our divines and controversial writers. lead, it is 
exceedingly difficult to conjecture on what grounds the charge 
is made. For if any intemperate or fanatical writers or speakers 
have used language unbecoming a subject so sacred, no one 
living can pretend that their improprieties receive any coun- 
tenance, either from our formularies, or from our accredited 
writers, While it is no less plain, that it is possible to question 
the truth of the Romish doctrine in every particular relative to 
the mother of Christ, and to speak in terms of the most unqua- 
lified condemnation of the errors and superstitions, not to say 
the idolatries and impieties, which the church of Rome is guilty 
of inculcating, without for a single instant, or by a single 
syllable, violating that decency and reverence of language 
with which every religious mind will feel disposed to discuss 
such a subject. To those who have given much attention 
to the controversy, it will appear that Romanists themselves 
are much more likely to trespass beyond the limits of deli- 
cacy and reverence, in their treatment of some of the scarcely 
decent questions to which their own superstitions have given 
rise ; rather, it will be anything but difficult to prove, that they 
have done so, and that repeatedly. But yet, notwithstanding 
that our divines have given no ground for such an imputation, 
Roman-catholic writers are in the habit of endeavouring to 
produce an impression favourable to their own doctrine, and to 
enlist the reverential feelings of their readers on the side of 
Rome, by misrepresenting us and our doctrine in this way.* 
And, indeed, in some cases they seem to have persuaded them- 
selves that such representations are just, and appear really and 
honestly to believe that Protestants are in the habit of using such 
anguage, in speaking of the blessed Virgin, as would deserve to 
be described as blasphemy. We can only say, that if any indi- 
viduals have ever been betrayed into the use of such language, 
there are few Protestants with any pretensions to religion who 
would give them any countenance or encouragement. At all 


| 

> 

events, whatever improprieties may be chargeable on individuals, 
a if is the church of England is not responsible for them. In all her 

; is ee ie" formularies, wherever she has had occasion to name the mother 
BEE ite oo of Christ, she has invariably spoken of her (as Mr. Tyler justly 
RE : 1h observes) “in the language of reverence, affection, and grati- 
tude —without, indeed, presuming to intrude into a subject over 
ES Hes, ea which the silence of Scripture has cast a veil—but at all times, 
hee He ier * See, for example, the reference to Dr. Wiseman, given by Mr. Tyler, in his 
excellent work on the Worship of the Virgin Mary,—latrod. p. xxi, 
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with such a recollection of what is proper and becoming when 
speaking on such a subject, as entitles her to appeal both to 
Scripture and antiquity to decide between her and the church 
of Rome, as to the truth and the catholicity of their respective 
doctrines. 

But in discussing this question, we are liable, also, to be told 
that our charges against the Roman church have no force at the 
present day, and that the extravagance and superstition our 
divines have exposed have no longer any sanction in the writ- 
ings or the worship of Romanists. This objection is more likely 
to be made by liberal Protestants than by Roman catholics. 
At least, if any such objection came from a member of that 


communion, he could scarcely be surprised if we asked him to 


inform us what retrenchment had been made in the authorized 
formularies of his church, (the breviary, for instance, and the 
Offices and Litanies of the Virgin,) of those forms and expressions 
which the Protestants of former times have objected to. But 
looking at the popular books of devotion which supply the greater 
part of the material for the prayers, and meditations, and 
religious exercises of Romanists at this moment, do we see any 
symptom of what we should consider improvement? any desire 


to return to the language and practices of the primitive church? » 


any disposition to suffer the worship of the Virgin Mary to fall 
into desuetude? any attempt to discountenance and suppress 
those books and forms which have given so much offence to 
Protestants? Is there anything to lead one to hope that 
Romanists are becoming alive to the necessity of reformation 
in these particulars? It is to be feared that there is not: and, 
on the contrary, judging from every observation one can make, 
it does not seem at all too much to say, that at no former period 
has the church of Rome manifested a stronger disposition to 
teach her members to regard the worship of the Virgin Mary 
as the principal duty of Christians, the chief instrument of sanc- 
tification, the surest, if not the only, means of preserving and 
advancing the church, and what, perhaps, is still more to our 
purpose—as the great distinction between what Romanists 
would call the Catholic church, and Protestants. Far from ex- 
tenuating or concealing, Romanists glory in that which appears 
to us so sinful and erroneous as to form in itself a prohibition 
to Christian communion. 

At a time, therefore, when such efforts are made to draw off 
the members of our church to the Romish congregations which 
are springing up in various parts of the country, and while some 
among us are still found disposed to recommend books. of 
Romish devotion to the young and the unwary, it may not be 
useless to bestow some little trouble in making our readers 
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acquainted with the sort of piety which is approved and culti- 
vated at this moment by English Romanists, and for that pur- 
pose, to make some extracts from a few of the works in general 
use and circulation among them. Some of these books are 
noticed in the following article, which appeared in the Tablet for 
May 6th:— | 


“THE MONTH OF MARY, 


‘* We have received three valuable aids to the devout celebration 
of this present month. They have reached us later than we wish, for 
we should have been better pleased had we been able to call the atten- 
tion of our readers to them a week ago. The first that reached 
us is— | 
“© The New Month of Mary; or, Reflections for Each Day of the 

Month, on the Different Titles applied to the Holy Mother of 
God, in the Litany of Loretto. Principally Designed for the 
Month of May. By the Very Rev. P. R. Kenrick. London: 
Dolman. 1848. ' 


*‘ This is an American tribute to the glories of Mary, and has the 
imprimatur of Bishop Kenrick. It is a series of meditations on the 
Litany of our Lady, each invocation being separately dwelt upon. 
This is followed by an ‘ Example,’ which is the history of some holy 
persons or saints known for their devotion to the Virgin Mother. It 
is so divided, that each day in the month has assigned to it a fitting 
place, and appropriate meditations, 

“ The next is— 


“ The Month of Mary; or, the Month of May. By Father Muzza- 
relli, of the Company of Jesus. Consecrated to Mary, Most Holy. 
London: Burns, 1848. 


« This neat little volume comes forth with the tasteful arrangements 
of Mr. Burns, and we welcome it as the first fruit of his promised 
services to Catholic literature, but, above all, to Catholic devotion. 
It is got up with extreme care, and is a neat, light, and portable 
volume. It is divided according to the days of the month—for each 
day a part—and is illustrated by exc. -vles drawn from the histories 
of saints. Its matter is beyond all praise, aiming especially at the 
practical. English readers will find it—so far as language is concerned 
—like a native work. We wish the same might be said of its contents 
—<devotion to the Mother of God having hitherto been kept too much 
out of sight here. 

“* The third is— 

“ The Ecclesiastical Month of Mary; or, a Series of Devout Exer- 
cises in honour of the Queen of the Clergy. Translated by the 
Reverend J. Hughes, Dean of Carlow College. Stuperiorum 
Permissu. Dublin: Published at the Depository. 1848. 

« This work is more immediately addressed to those in the ecclesi- 
astical state, or who are called to it; but is not unadapted for the 
laity ; and, indeed, the latter would profit greatly by the study of it. 
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This, too, is divided like the others, and illustrated in a like way. Its 
contents are singularly valuable, especially the Reflections, which 
appear to us deserving of all praise. This is a feature in the present 
work which distinguishes it from the others, and in our opinion adds 
much to its worth, They are, however, more immediately addressed 


to the ecclesiastical state, and only indirectly tend to the edification 
of the laity. 


‘“‘ Having mentioned these three works, we beg now to recommend 
them to our readers, being well assured that whoever will use them 
according to the directions contained in each, will not only not regret 
it, but greatly rejoice in the help which they will furnish towards the 
true celebration of this holy month. We might also—without stepping 
out of our province as laymen and journalists—suggest to all Catholics © 
that it would be an act of great devotion worthily to observe this 
month in honour of the Mother of God, that there may be some attem 
at reparation for the outrageous insults to which she is annually liable 
in the frantic meetings of Exeter Hall. Protestants keep this month 
of May according to their wont in Exeter Hall, and the Catholic 
church is the object of their reviling. How they came to choose this 
month for their revels we know not, whether by accident, or by a special 
suggestion of the Evil One; but it is surely our duty to do what we 
can to counteract their efforts by special devotions this month to the 
Help of Christians and the Mother of Divine Grace.” 


It is the purpose of the present article to give some account 
of the books enumerated in the foregoing notice, and to la 
before our readers some extracts which will enable them to 
judge of the doctrine now taught among Romanists, and the 
nature of the prayers which are used by the most religious and 
devout classamong them. We begin with the little book which 
stands first in the list given by the Tablet. 

But, in the first instance, it may be desirable to furnish our 
readers with some explanation of a term with which some 
of them may not be familiar. The term “ Month of Mary” is 
given by Romanists to the month of May, which is dedicated by 
them to the worship of the Virgin Mary, both in forms of private 
devotion like those we are about to notice, and also in public 
services in their chapels and churches. With regard to the 
latter, Mr. Tyler says:—*“ The service is performed with more 
than ordinary ceremony in the churches: a priest presides, the 
host is presented to the adoration of the people, and a sermon 
is preached by an appointed minister ; it is performed (in Paris, 
for example) every evening through the entire month of May, 
and is celebrated expressly in honour of the Virgin ; for not sally 
is the Saturday in every week (with some exceptions) dedicated 
to her, but in every year the month of May is devoted to her, 
and is called by way of eminence, ‘ Mary’s month.’ Tempora 
altars are raised to her on the occasion, surrounded by flowers 
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and evergreens, and profusely adorned with garlands and 
ry; her imhage usually standing in a conspicuous place 
before the altar; societies or guilds are formed chiefly for the 
celebration of the Virgin’s praises, who bear the chief parts in 
these religious festivities; and in some of the churches the 
effect, both to the eye and to the ear, is very imposing, in 
correspondence with the preparation.” (p. 22.) | 
The practice of dedicating the month of May to the worship 
of the Virgin Mary is admitted by Romanists to be of recent 
date. The following account is taken from the commencement 
of “ the Ecclesiastical Month of Mary.” 


* ORIGIN AND PRACTICE OF THE DEVOTION OF THE MONTH OF MARY, 


“The month of Mary consists, as is generally known, of a series of 
devout exercises performed daily during the entire month of May, in 
honour of the Blessed Mother of our Redeemer, ‘ The same senti- 
ment,’ says Father Lalomia, ‘ that inspired the servants of Mary to 
honour her every day by many pious practices, every week by the 
devotion of Saturday, every month by the celebration of some one of 
her mysteries, has induced them in these latter times to consecrate to 
her one entire month out of every year. And for this purpose they 
have chosen the most delightful of months, and that too in which she 
had no particular festival. 

“ This devotion originated in Rome during the last century, and was 
not long in spreading itself over all Italy. France subsequently 
adopted it; but the unsettled state of religion in that country pre- 
vented it for some time from making any considerable progress, Jt 
is only within these last few years that it has become popular, and so 
rapid has been its advancement, that at present there is not a diocess, 
I might say not even a single parish of any note, in which it is not 
known and practised. . 

“The wonderful fruits which it everywhere produced inclined 
Pope Pius VII., of glorious and blessed memory, to encourage it by 
the application of the treasures of the Church. 

“ By two rescripts of the 2lst March, 1815, and 18th June, 1822, 
he granted the following Indulgences, applicable to the souls in Pur- 

atory 
. ” ), A plenary Indulgence in perpetuity to be gained once in the 
month of May, on the day of communion, by all the faithful, who, on 
every day of this month, will honour the Blessed Virgin either in 
public or in private, by some acts of veneration, pious exercises, 
prayers, or other practices of virtue. 

«2. A partial Indulgence of three hundred days for every day of 
the month on which a person renders to Mary any act of homage, 
public or private.’ 

«« Encouragements so honourable and so precious, afforded addi- 
tional proofs to good priests, that there was in this new institution 
some secret design of divine mercy to reanimate the fervour of Chris- 
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‘tians, and that it were worthy of their zeal to contribute as much as 
they could to its advancement. But it is at the same time evident, 
that. this zeal, in order to be efficacious and permanent, ought, like,all 
the other, ecclesiastical virtues, to have its source in clerical: edaca- 
tion; for, in proportion as the students of seminaries imbibe. in 
their holy retreats a more solid and tender devotion to the Queen, of 
the clergy, so shall they, when pastors of souls, have more grace and 
capably to inflame others with her love, and inspire them with piety 
towards her. | 
“ Hence there is not, perhaps, a single seminary in France, in which 
‘the: month of Mary has not been received with eagerness, and in which 


the exercises of it are not performed with edification. Nor is there, 


one of them in which a wish has not been expressed for some method 
more suited to the spirit and wants of ecclesiastical communities, than 
those which have been composed for the ordinary faithful.” 


From this it appears that this species of devotion is of very 
modern origin, and that whatever its character may be, it has 
- received direct encouragement and sanction from Pope Pius VIL, 

and the practice of it is recommended by Romanists of name and 
station, as part of the religious discipline of clerical education. 

To the same purpose is the account given by Mr. Kenrick, in 
his preface to the New Month of Mary, with the additional infor- 
mation, that within the last few years, the practice has been 
introduced into the United States; and from what he says, it 
would seem, is largely used by the Roman-catholic population.* 

Mr. Kenrick furnishes us also with the following account of 
the manner in which this devotion is performed by families or 
fraternities. 


“ PRACTICE OF THIS DEvoTION.—1I. On the evening before the Ist 
of May, the persons who unite to practise this devotion will assemble 
before an altar, over which is an image of the Blessed Virgin, which 
should be adorned with flowers, and other suitable decorations. The 
Litany of the Loretto is either said or sung. After this the medita- 
tion is slowly read by one, in a clear and loud voice, and a long pause 
made at the end of each of the three parts into which it is divided. 
The example or edifying narrative, subjoined to each meditation, is 
then read; after which the prayer is to be recited, in which all should 
unite, or at least endeavour to excite within themselves sentiments 


* Mr. Kenrick’s book has the following approbation printed on the back of the 
APPROBATION. 


_ “We approve of the ‘New Month of Mary,’ ap owed the Very Rev. Peter 
R. Kenrick, and recommend the devout exercises which it contains, as expressive 


of high veneration for the Ever-blessed Virgin Mother of God, and calculated to 
promote the imitation of her virtues. 

‘ “ Given under our hand at ee this 25th day of April, 1840. 

Francis Patrick Kewrick, 

| “Bp. Arath, and Coadj. of Bp. Philadelphia.” 
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corresponding with those expressed in the prayer. After the ‘ prac- 
tice’ and ‘aspiration’ have been read, the hymn of the Blessed Virgin, 
‘ Bright Mother of our Maker, Hail!’ may be sung, or the Rosary or 
some other approved devotion in her honour may be recited. The 
practice recommended each day may, generally, be performed at the 
usual hour of assembling, or at any other time of the day that may 
be found most convenient. The aspiration should, if possible, be 
committed to memory, so that it might frequently be repeated during 
the course of each day. 

“2. The meditation read each evening should be carefully impressed 
on the memory, and made the subject of half, or, at least, a quarter 
of an hour’s reflection, on the following morning. A resolution to 
practise the particular virtue which it inculcates should be the fruit 
of this morning exercise. If possible, mass should be heard each day ; 
and the ordinary devotions to Mary practised with more than ordinary 
fervour and exactness. 

“3, As the object of this devotion is to eradicate vice from the 
heart, and plant in its stead the seed of heavenly virtue, each one 
should prepare for the exercises of this month, by approaching the 
sacraments of penance and the holy eucharist. If that be not pos- 
sible, let him excite his heart to sincere contrition for having offended 
God, and resolve to take the earliest opportunity of being reconciled 
with him. Each one should propose to overcome some vice or failing, 
to which he is most particularly subject or inclined; or to acquire 
some virtue, or degree of virtue, of which he may stand in need, or to 
which the grace of God may prompt him to aspire. All the exercises 
of the month should be specially directed to attain this object. 

“4. On the tenth and twentieth days of the month, it is recom- 
mended to examine in what manner the exercises of the preceding 
days have been performed ; that thus whatever neglect or tepidity may 
have accompanied the practice of this devotion may be repented of 
and avoided. The sacraments of penance and the holy eucharist may 
be received on these days, to obtain pardon for the past, and the 
grace necessary for the due discharge of the remaining part of this 
salutary devotion. 

“5, On the Sunday next immediately following the last day of the 
month, all those engaged in this devotion should approach the sacra- 
ments of penance and the eucharist. At a convenient hour in the 
afternoon, the act of consecration, found at the end of these exercises, 
should be read by the pastor of the church, in which the devotion has 
been performed. After this, with the bishop's permission, benediction 
of the Most Holy Sacrament should conclude the solemn act of con- 
secration. This ceremony might take place on the last day of the 
month, but the following Sunday is generally preferred ; that all may 
have the opportunity of approaching the sacraments, and that the act 
of consecration may h<-performed with greater solemnity.” 


We give this extract at large, because we wish our readers 
fully to understand the object with which such devotions as these 
are practised by Romanists, and recommended by their clergy 
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to their adoption. With whatever of listless formality their 
litanies may be recited, or the beads of their rosaries told over, 
it is evident that such methods of devotion as we are now 
examining are designed rather for the more pious class of 
Romanists—for the least formal and the most intelligent among 
them. These book saim at inducing habits of meditation, at excit- 
ing the religious feelings, and improving the moral and religious 
character. These devotions are not follies and puerilities in which 
the ignorant and the vulgar are indulged—superstitions which it is 
deemed politic to connive at, because those who disapprove of 


them have not power enough to put a stop to them. It is evident, - 


on the contrary, that they are considered by the authorities of the 
church of Rome as things which ought by all means to be 
encouraged and promoted, and that they regard them as fitted 
to increase the piety of the intellectual and educated classes in 
their communion. 

These observations are here made because it is necessary to 
guard oneself against the answer usually given when the super- 
stitious practices of Romanists are exposed—namely, that such 
practices are confined to the vulgar and illiterate, and that the 
clergy are obliged to wink at some things which their influence 
is not sufficient to repress. But besides this, it is important to 
understand the precise place which these devotions hold in the 
religious discipline of Rome ; namely, that they are authorized 
and approved by their clergy and bishops, and are drawn up by 
them for the use of the laity and clergy,—as a help to the forma- 
tion of the clerical character—as an assistance to those who are 
aiming at perfection, and the transcendental piety of the interior 
life—in fact, that they are not permitted and tolerated, but are re- 
commended and sanctioned as one of the chief, if not the chief, 
means of raising the Christian character to the highest degree of 
perfection of which it is capable in this state of being. If any 
proof of this shall be required, in addition to what we have 
already transcribed from Mr. Kenrick’s introduction, the two 
prayers which we shall now lay before our readers will be suf- 
ficient to demonstrate that it is for the use of persons who are 
aiming at the highest degrees of religious perfection these devyo- 
tions are designed. 

The first is as follows :— 


“4 FORM OF CONSECRATION TO THE MOTHER OF GOD, USED BY 
ST. ALOYSIUS GONZAGA. 


“O Holy Mary! my Mother and Advocate, to thy care, and par- 
ticular protection, and into the bosom of thy mercy, to-day, and every 
day, and at the hour of my death, I commend my soul and body; all 
my hope and consolation, all my difficulties and afflictions, my life, 
and the end of my life, 1 commend to thee: that through thy most 
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powerful intercession, and through thy merits, all my works and 
actions may be directed according to thy will, and that of thy divine 
Son. Amen.” 

This form stands at the end of the Litany of Loretto, which 
Mr. Kenrick prints in his introduction, and on which, indeed, 
his work is a commentary. 

The second prayer is the Act of Consecration, which, in the 
directions Mr. Kenrick has given for the mode of using this 


devotion, is directed to be recited, as the concluding solemnity 
of the whole month :— 


*€ ACT OF CONSECRATION TO THE SACRED HEART OF MARY. 


“O sacred and immaculate Heart of Mary ever Virgin! O Heart, 
most holy, most pure, most noble, most august, and most perfect which 
the cmnipotence of God has formed ina pure creature! O exhaust- 
less source of goodness and mildness, of mercy and of love! model of 
all virtues ; perfect image of the adorable Heart of Jesus! O Heart, 
which didst always burn with the most ardent charity, which didst 
love God more than the Seraphin—more than the angels and the 
saints! O Heart of the Mother of the Redeemer, which hast so lively 
a sense of our miseries, which didst suffer so much for our salvation, 
which hast loved us with such ardent love, and which claimest, by so 
many titles, the respect, love, and veneration of all creatures—vouch- 
safe to accept my unworthy homage. Prostrate before thee, O sacred 
Heart of Mary, J honour thee with the most profound respect of which 
Iam capable. 1 thank thee for the sentiments of mercy and of love 
with which thou hast been so often moved at the sight of my miseries. 
I return thee thanks for all the benefits which thy maternal bounty 
has procured for me. I unite myself with all pure souls, who find 
their delight in honouring, praising, and loving thee. 

“Q most amiable Heart! thou shalt be henceforward, after the 
Heart of Jesus, the object of my veneration, of my love, and of 
my devotion. By thee will I approach my Saviour; and by thee shall 
‘I receive His graces and mercies. Thou wilt be my refuge in afflic- 
tion, my consolation in suffering, and my assistance in all my necessities. 
I will learn from thee purity, humility, and obedience: and derive 


from thee love of the Sacred Heart of Jesus Christ, my Lord and 
Master, Amen.* 


With these two forms before him the reader is prepared to 
enter on a consideration of the nature of the worship of the 
Virgin Mary, which is recommended and practised at this 
moment in this country, and to comprehend the force and 
meaning of the extracts to be submitted to his consideration. 


* This form appéars + ae to the prayers used by the Arch-confraternity of 
the Holy and Immaculate heart of Mary, a society commenced under the sanction 
of the Archbishop of Paris in 1836, and erected into a confraternity by Pope Gre- 
gory XVI. in 1838, by an apostolical brief. 
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It is evident, as we have observed, that giving them every credit 
for sincerity of intention, the heads of the Roman-catholic 
church do believe, that the method by which the highest degrees 
of sanctity are to be attained is the worship of the Virgin Mary 
—that it is not only right to allow it, but that it is their duty to 
encourage it and recommend it in all possible ways, and by the 
highest sanction which the supreme authority in their church can 
give. Whether the worship which they give to the Virgin is 
such as can be given without impiety to any created being, the 
reader is almost in a condition to judge for himself, from the two 
specimens of prayers which have just been quoted. But the 
subject requires a fuller development, and the effect which their ~ 
doctrine respecting the Virgin Mary produces on several of the 
fundamental doctrines of Christianity is such, that it will be 
necessary to use the assistance which Dr. Kenrick’s book affords 
us in order to place the matter in a clearer light. 

_ Mr. Kenrick entitles his work “ The New Month of Mary, or 
reflections for each day of the month, on the different titles 
applied to the Holy Mother of God, in the Litany of Loretto ; 
principally designed for the Month of May.” Adopting that 
Litany for the foundation of his work, he takes one of the 
petitions in it as the text and subject of each day’s meditations 
and prayers. Subjoined to this is a passage from the Holy 
Scripture or the Apocrypha, followed by a meditation in which 
the passage which stands at its head is applied to the Virgin 
Ma 

To this succeeds what is called an “ Example,” containing an 
account of some person whose conduct is held up to imitation 
as a worshipper and servant of the Virgin. And in conclusion, 
there follows a “ Prayer,” “ Practice,” and an “ Aspiration ;” the 
Prayer and Aspiration being usually addressed to the Virgin, 
and the Practice being a recommendation of some particular 
form to be observed in her honour. On the first day of the 
month, for example, the devotion commences with the petition in 
the Litany,—* Holy Mary, Pray for us,” which is followed by a 
text from the book of Judith, (xiii. 31,) the meditation applying 
the text to the Virgin Mary. A single paragraph from this 
meditation should be transcribed, as it will serve as an example 
of the manner in which Roman-catholic divines go even to the 
very verge of blasphemy in ascribing to the Virgin Mary the 
salvation of mankind. 


“ The church recognises in the triumph of Judith over Holofernes, 
the leader of the enemies of God’s people, an expressive type of that 
triumph by which Mary overcame Lucifer, the leader of the hosts of 
rebel angels, who sought to involve the human race in his crime of 
disobedience, and the punishment with which it was followed, Of her 
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it was said by God to the serpent,—the murderer from the beginning : 
‘She shall crush thy head.’ By bringing forth Jesus Christ, the Re- 
deemer of the world, she has, in her divine Son, triumphed over the arch 
enemy of our race. She was in a much more special manner ‘ blessed 
among women’ than even Judith, This heroic woman did, indeed, save 
her people from a great temporal calamity ; but Mary has ‘ prevented our 
ruin in the presence of God,’ by bringing forth Him who blotted out ‘ the 
hand-writing of the decree that was against us—fastening it to the cross.’ 
Mary, an humble virgin, was the instrument of God’s mercy and 
power; because he regarded her humility,’ and saw in her nothing to 


render her unworthy ¢o co-operate with Him in the great work of man’s 
redemption.’—(p. 2.) 


How any person can imagine, that it can be pleasing to the 
Almighty, or conducive to the sanctification of the human soul, to 
describe the Virgin Mary as taking such a part in the redemp- 
tion of the world, as is never ascribed to her by the Holy Scrip- 
tures, is, to say the least of it, most extraordinary. And yet 
they are not satisfied with thus describing her in terms which, 
whatever they were intended to mean, will convey to the vast ma- 
jority of those who are likely to use sucha book, the monstrous 
idea that the Lord Jesus was little more than the instrument by 
which Mary has overcome the devil and effected the salvation of 
mankind, and that she is properly the original and cause of 
salvation. They go farther, and describe her as the procuring 
cause of divine grace, and the advocate whose intercession and 
mediation obtain from Christ the grace which is given to the 
sinner ; as if it could be necessary for any advocate to plead the 
sinner’s cause with him who loved us, and gave himself for us, 
and who is himself our advocate with the Father. The follow- 
ing is taken from the meditation for the Fourth day :— 


«“ Mary is called the mother of divine grace, because she is the mother 
of Jesus Christ, ‘who is made unto us wisdom, and justice, and sanc- 
tification, and redemption.’ God, who chose her to be the instru- 
ment of His mercy, by making her the mother of His Son, prepared 
her for this dignity by an extraordinary accumulation of His divine 
grace. Hence, she was saluted by the angel as ‘full of grace,’ an 
eulogium which we daily address to her in the prayer of the angelical 
salutation. ‘ Truly,’ says St. Bernard, ‘is she called full of grace, 
who obtained the grace which no other merited.’ When we reflect 
with gratitude on God’s liberality to us, in the dispensation of His 
graces, we should never forget that Mary was particularly instrumental 
in obtaining for us these gifts, by complying with all the graces she received 
from God, by which she was rendered worthy to conceive him in her soul, 
even before she became Mother of God. What more powerful advocate 
can we employ with our divine Saviour, when we petition Him for a 
participation of His graces, than her who gave Him to us—who knows 
how much we stand in need of His divine assistance—and who desires 
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nothing more earnestly than that the kingdom of His grace should be 


diffused through all hearts. Let us then adopt the advice of St. 


Bernard ; ‘let us seek for grace, and seek for it through Mary, because 
such is the will of Him, who has been pleased to give us all through 
Mary, ”—(p. 19.) 


What is meant by seeking grace through Mary, is plain from 
the next paragraph, from which the following is extracted :— 


“Let us see whether our faith influences our conduct ;—whether 
the public instructions which we receive increase in us the love of God, 
and strengthen in us our determination to serve him;—and whether 
we derive from the sacraments all the beneficial results they are calcu- 
lated to produce. Should we find ourselves not to have corresponded 
with these graces, let us not despond, but go with confidence to the 
throne of grace. Although our past infidelity may have rendered us 
unworthy to appear before the Saviour, wivse favours we have slighted, 
Mary will interpose in our behalf :—she will procure for us forgiveness 
for our past neglect of grace, and will obtain for us that docility of 
heart, which may render us faithful for the time to come. Let us 
beg of her to secure for us, in the hour of our death, the grace of 
final perseverance,—that triumphant grace which will crown the 
measure of supernatural gifts here below, and be succeeded by the 


contemplation and enjoyment of that God from whom every good gift 
descends,’’—(p. 20.) 


St. John, indeed, has taught us that “ if any man sin we have 
an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ, the righteous,” and, 
as St. Paul.has taught us, not only “holy, harmless, undefiled, 
and separate from sinners, but a merciful and gracious high 
Priest also, who can be touched with a feeling of our infir- 
mities ;’—but according to this doctrine it is not to Christ, 
or to his intercession, the sinner is to flee, but to his mother, 
without whose interposition and advocacy the sinner has 
nothing but severity to expect from Him whom the word of 
God had taught him to regard as one who needs no intercessor 
to induce him to sympathize with the sorrows of a contrite heart. 
The following is the prayer which accompanies this medi- 
tation :-— 


“© holy Mother! in giving Jesus Christ to the world, thou hast 
opened to us the treasures of all graces, in which are all the gifts of 
penance, fervour, fidelity, and love. One ray of this divine light, one 
spark of this sacred fire would suffice to render me pure in the eyes 
of thy dear Son. O Mary, full of grace! be thow my advocate with 
him ; place me near his throne that his precious blood may protect me 
and blot out and efface everything that has displeased him in my past 
life. ‘Hail then, O heavenly Mother, the glory and honour of our 
church, Continually intercede with Jesus, that I may obtain mercy 
through thee in the day of judgment, and a participation in those 
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a things, which God has prepared for those who love him.’* 
men. 


PRACTICE, 


“Make an act of thanksgiving to Jesus Christ for all the graces 
you have received from Him. Beg of Mary to be your advocate and 
patroness with her divine Son. For that purpose say the ‘ Hail Mary,’ 
three times. 


ASPIRATION. 


“ Hail, full of grace !”—(p. 23.) 


The reader will observe that part of the foregoing prayer is 
ascribed to St. Chrysostom. It would have been more satis- 
factory if Mr. Kenrick had not satisfied himself with a general 
reference, and had cited the particular place from which he has 
taken the quotation. It is no part of the design of the present 
observations to examine the authorities alleged by Romanists 
to give colour to their errors. That department of the inquiry 
has been so ably taken up by Dr. Todd, in the papers at present 
in course of publication, that it will, we doubt not, be the general 
desire of our readers that he should pursue his investigations 
into all the questions in dispute between us and the Roman 
church. But, meantime, it may be advisable to transcribe the 
following sentence from one every way competent to give an 
opinion as to the genuineness of such a quotation. “ The result 
of a thorough examination,” says Mr. Tyler, “ of the works of 
St. Chrysostom is the conviction, that from his first to his last 
page there is not the faintest intimation that he either addressed 
the Virgin Mary by invocation, or placed any confidence in her 
merits and intercession himself, or that he was at all aware that 
Christians, either individually or as a body in the church, had 
ever prayed to her even for her prayers, or had prayed to God 
to hear them through her intercession.” (p. 257.) 

The manner in which Romanists represent the Virgin Mary 
as interposed between the sinner and Christ, and the unqualified’ 


terms in which they are taught to ascribe to her the salvation 


and sanctification of their souls, is so utterly at variance with the 
doctrine of the holy Scripture, that any representation we could 
make would appear incredible, were we not able to produce 
from their own writings proofs which admit of no question, and 
examples which no exaggeration could make more unscriptural 
than they are. The following instance is taken from the medi- 
tation for the Seventh day on the words of the Litany, “ Mother 
most Amiable.” 


“ Let the amiable character of Mary not only serve to excite us to 


“* St. Chrysostom.”—Mr, Kenrick’s note, 
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virtue, but let it moreover give us great confidence in our applications. 


for her intercession. Jf the recollection of our infidelities to God makes 
us dread to approach Him, let us fly like children to our most amiable 
Mother, according to the council of a holy writer, Hugh of St. Victor. 
‘ If you dread to approach God, look up to Mary. In her you will see 
nothing that can terrify you. She is of the same race as you yourselves 
are.” ’’—(p. 40.) 

Let the reader observe the reason for this confidence. ‘“ She 
is of the same race as you yourselves are.” As if this was 
not the very reason which the Holy Scripture gives to en- 
courage us to place an unbounded confidence in the mercy 


and sympathy of our Redeemer. It seems impossible to con-— 


ceive any doctrine more diametrically opposed to the Gospel of 
Christ, or more totally subversive of that faith in the Son of 
God and that reliance on his love for those for whom he is 


interceding, which the whole tenour of the New Testament 


insists on, as the means which the Almighty has employed for 
the sanctification of the sinner. Romanists may endeavour to 
neutralize the impiety of such language by explanations and 
distinctions ; but let any sober-minded man couple the passage 
we have just transcribed, with the prayer which is appointed to 
be used at the end of this meditation, and consider whether it 
is in the possibility of things, that any explanation whatever can 
prevent the effect of such teaching—on the minds of all who 
are imbued with it,—from being anything short of completely, 
and to all practical purposes whatever, substituting the Virgin 
as the object of that worship, that love, and that confidence, 
which the Word of God teaches us to offer to the Son of God. 


PRAYER. 


“«¢O blessed Mary, who can return thee sufficient thanks, or adequately 
celebrate thy praises, for having by thy consent succoured a ruined 
world? What praise can human weakness offer to thee, which by thy 
means has found the port of salvation ? Receive, however, our thanks, 
although unworthy of thee and unequal to thy merits, and obtain for 
us pardon by thy intercession, Receive our prayers within the sanc- 
tuary of thy clemency, and procure for us the antidote of reconciliation. 
May our offerings be rendered acceptable through thy intercession, and may 
we obtain what we confidentially [sic] ask. Receive what we offer ; 
impart what we desire ; avert what we fear ; for THOU ART THE ONLY 
HOPE OF sSINNERS. Through thee do we hope for pardon of our sins; 
and in thee, O most blessed lady! is the expectation of our rewards, 
Holy Mary! succour the miserable, help the pusillanimous, comfort 
the mournful, pray for the people, intercede for the clergy, pray for 
the devoted female sex, and let all experience thy intercession who 
celebrate thy holy conception. Amen.’ ’’—(p. 42.) 


This prayer is ascribed, in a note, to St. Augustine, But, as 
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we have already said, the examination of authorities is no part 
of our present business, though it would, perhaps, be wrong to 
omit the result which Mr. Tyler has given of his examination 
of Augustine’s writings. “ From the first to the last page of his 
voluminous works, there is not a single expression which would 
lead us to suppose that he ever invoked her himself, or was 
aware of her invocation forming any part of the worship of his 
fellow-Christians, either in their public assemblies or their 
private devotions ; nor is there a single expression which would 
induce us to believe that Augustine looked to her for any aid, 
spiritual or temporal, or placed any confidence whatever in her 
mediation or intercession. On the contrary, there is accumu- 
lated and convincing proof that he knew nothing of her worship, 
let it be called dulia or hyperdulia; that he knew nothing of her 
immaculate Conception, of her Assumption into heaven, or of 
festivals instituted to her honour; in a word, that, though he 
maintains strong opinions on some points left open by our 
church, his belief and sentiments corresponded in all essential 
points with the belief and sentiments of the church of England, 
and were utterly inconsistent with the present belief and practice 
of the church of Rome.” (p. 284.) Indeed, if one did not see 
it before one’s eyes, who could believe that any clergyman 
would venture to ascribe such a prayer as this to Augustine? 
Yet after all, if a clergyman will recommend Christians to use 
such prayers, one need not be surprised at his venturing to 
claim for them the sanction of a name. 

The prayer for the Eighth day, which has for its text the words, 
“ Mother of our Creator, pray for us,” is conceived in a spirit 
equally unscriptural and (to speak truly) unchristian. 


“ PRAYER. 


“I salute thee, O Mary, Mother of my Creator, and hope of Chris- 
tians. Listen to the prayer of a sinner, who wishes to love thee 
tenderly, and who places in thee all his hope of salvation. To thee I 
owe all the spiritual advantages which Jesus Christ has procured for 
“me: re-instate me in the favour of thy-Divine Son, and be the advocate 
of my weakness and unworthiness. I beseech thee to obtain from Him 
the pardon of all my sins: dissipate the darkness of my understanding, 
destroy the worldly affections of my heart, repel temptations of my 
enemy, and preside over all the actions of my life, that by thy assistance 
and maternal direction, I may arrive at eternal happiness. Amen.” 


How is it possible for any one to use such prayers as these 
without, however unconsciously, giving to a creature that adora- 
tion and that reliance’wnith is due to the Creator only? And 
now let the reader add to this prayer the following extract from 
the meditation to which it is appended by Mr. Kenrick. 
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“ The dignity of Mary is infinite, inasmuch as it results from the 
infinite dignity of her divine Son, which no created intelligence can 
comprehend. The angels who stand before the throne of God; the’ 
seraphim who veil their faces before the splendours of His presence, 
and exclaim, ‘ Holy, Holy, Holy Lord God of Hosts, the heavens and 
the earth are full of thy glory;’ the spirits of the just made perfect 
who are inebriated with torrents of delight in contemplating and 
enjoying God ;—these have an idea of Mary's dignity, infinitely more 
correct than we can possibly have, but yet infinitely short of tts real 
character. For as none but God can fully comprehend the perfection 
of His own nature, none but God can duly estimate the greatness of 
her who stands to Him in the close and endearing relation of mother, 

“ This dignity is so great that St. Bonaventure did not hesitate to 
say, what, on a moment's reflection, must appear evident to all; that 
‘although God could create a thousand worlds more beautiful than the 
one we inhabit, yet he could not create a greater mother;’ because 
her dignity as Mother depends on the dignity of her Son; and what © 
mother can be greater than the Mother of God? Hence the holy 
fathers, and other saints of God’s church, in proportion as they medi- 
tated on, and endeavoured to conceive, the Majesty of God, in the 
same proportion increased in respect and profound veneration for that 
singularly favoured creature who was chosen to be the Mother of 
God. ‘ Mary,’ says St. Bernard, ‘ calls the God and Lord of angels, 
her Son: “Son, why hast thou done so to us?’’ What angel would 
dare to say this? But Mary showing that she is mother, confidently 
calls that God her Son, whom the angels humbly adore.’ In contemplat- 
ing this incomprehensible elevation of Mary, let us address her with 
sentiments of admiration and profound reverence, in the words of her 
holy cousin St. Elizabeth: ‘ Blessed art thou that hast believed, 
because those things shall be accomplished which were spoken to 
thee by the Lord.’ ‘ Although we had innumerable tongues,’ says 
a very ancient author, ‘ we could not sufficiently praise her. This is 
she who alone merits to be called by God, spouse and mother. She first 
repaired the evil of our first mother, and brought salvation to lost man.’ 

«The greatness of Mary’s dignity is best calculated to give us an 
idea of her supereminent sanctity. God, who always adapts the 
means to the end, prepared her for a dignity without parallel, by a 
degree of sanctity as far exceeding that of other saints, as the dignity of 
mother exceeds that of friends and servants. ‘ Wherefore,’ says St. 
Bernard, ‘it was meet that the Creator of men, when he assumed the 
nature of man, should choose, or rather create, such a mother amon 
all, as he knew was worthy of Him, and would please him.’ St. Gre- 
gory the Great mystically interprets the mount of Ephraim, mentioned 
in the first book of Kings, of Mary ; ‘ She was a mountain,’ says he, 
‘which rose above all other created height, by the dignity of her elec- 
tion.’—* Was not Mary,’ says he again, ‘a lofty mountain, who, that 
she might be worthy to conceive the Eternal Word, was raised above 
all the choirs of angels, and approached the very throne of the Godhead ? 
Isaiah, foretelling the superexcellent elevation of this mountain, says: 
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“ And in the last days, the mountain of the house of the Lord shall 

be prepared on the summit of the mountains.” It was indeed a 
mountain on the mountain’s top ; because the elevation of Mary shone 
resplendent above that of all the saints.’ "—(p. 44.) 


They must have clear heads, indeed, who can be accustomed 
to such devotional exercises as these, and can habitually place 
their whole hope of salvation on one whose dignity and sanctity 
they are taught to regard as injinite, and yet still retain for her 
no other feelings of reverence than those which one creature 
can lawfully entertain for another. Nor is it very difficult to 
imagine, that one result of the inculcation of such theories of 
deification may be, to lead speculative minds to take refuge 
from such absurd impieties in Arianism—or something worse. 

Let the reader now consider what the effect of the following 
example is likely to have been,—supposing the story to be true,— 
and ask himself what impression such a perversion of Chris- 
tianity can produce on the mind of a heathen, except that a new 
variety of polytheism is recommended to his adoption ? 


EXAMPLE. 


“A celebrated missionary, Father Gonzales Silveira, brought with 
him to the kingdom of Monomatapa, in Africa, a beautiful picture of 
the blessed Virgin. One of the officers of the court saw it, and not 
knowing how to distinguish the picture from reality, told his prince 
that the strange priest had brought with him a lady of singular beauty. 
The king conceived a great desire to see her, and sent accordingly to 
Father Gonzales, who immediately brought him the painting, and told 
him that this was the lady the officer had seen, The king was so 
charmed with it, that he placed it under a rich canopy in his own 
chamber. On the following night, while he slept tranquilly, he 
seemed to behold the virgin surrounded with light, in the same dress 
and similarly ornamented as in the picture. She addressed him ina 
language he did not understand. This happened on three successive 
nights. He was so annoyed at not understanding what the unknown 
lady said to him, that he interrogated the missionary on the subject. | 
This latter replied that the language.of the Queen of Heaven was a 
heavenly language, and could only be understood by a Christian. 
‘ Well then,’ said the king, ‘ J will be a Christian, since it is so agreeable 
to the Queen of Heaven.’ He was accordingly instructed in the prin- 
ciples of our holy faith, and was solemnly baptized, together with his 
mother, and many of the nobles of his court. He then learned that 
the incomprehensible language of the Queen of Heaven was the means 
she had made use of to induce him to become a Christian; and he 
esteemed this character too much not to be ever thankful to her by 
whose means he had obtaineff it." —(p. 40.) 


If this is to be taken as a specimen of the manner in which 
the Roman-catholic missions among the heathen are conducted, 
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it will probably appear questionable to most persons whether 
such conversions can be very desirable. But what would the 
Tablet have said, if among the “ outrageous insults” of the 
“frantic meetings of Exeter Hall,” any Protestant had been 
uncharitable enough to insinuate, that it was by such methods 
as these the converts to Romanism were made ? 

The subject of the Ninth day is the petition, “ Mother of our 


Redeemer, pray for us.” The meditation commences in the 
following manner :— 


‘«‘ The titles on which Mary claims our respect and gratitude are so 
many, that it is only by considering them separately, we can form to 
ourselves adequate ideas, or correct notions of them. If she challenges 
all our veneration, on account of the supereminent dignity as Mother 
of God, she is entitled to all our gratitude as Mother of our Redeemer. 
As Eve was the cause of the ruin of the human race, because although 
h erown transgression would not have involved us in her guilt and its 
consequent punishment, yet she was the occasion of the fall of Adam, 
who was seduced by her example and solicitation ; so Mary is properly 
styled by the holy fathers, ‘ the cause of our salvation,’ because although 
of herself she could not have reconciled us with God, yet in giving us 
Jesus Christ, she has afforded us a Redeemer, who is ‘ a propitiation for 
our sins, and not only for ours, but for those of the whole world,’ ”’— 


(p. 49.) 


Improper and unscriptural as such writing is, still it does not 
fully develop what Romanists mean when they say, that Ma 
is the cause of salvation. What are we to think, if it should 
appear, that by this language they mean to teach, further, that 
her consent was necessary to the salvation of mankind /—namely, 
that by consenting to become the mother of Christ in the first 
instance, and subsequently, by consenting, as his mother, to 
allow him to die for sin, she is the cause of salvation—that is to 
say, that without her consent, in both these cases, the salvation 
of mankind could not have been effected. The reader shall 
judge for himself whether this is a fair representation of the 
doctrine which is taught in the subsequent part of the medita- 
tion and prayer, of which he has just seen the commencement. 


After some quotations, which it is not necessary to transcribe, 
the meditation proceeds thus :— 


«“ What a momentous mission was that on which the archangel 
Gabriel was sent to Mary, when he announced to her that she should 
conceive and bear a son, who was to be called Jesus, because he was 
to ‘save his people from their sins.’ : 

“On the assent of the Virgin to the proposition made her, hung the 
destinies of the human race. How the angels of God must have paused 
in breathless expectation of her answer! and when they heard issue 
from her mouth the words: ‘ Behold the handmaid of the Lord: be 
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it done unto me according to thy word ;’ how the vaults of heaven 
resounded with the glorious anthem of ‘Glory to God on high, and 
peace to men of good will,’ which, on the night of Christ’s nativity, 
re-echoed from the earth! What would have been our condition if 
Mary had not yielded this ready compliance with God's will? We have 
every reason to conclude, that man would not have been redeemed. God 
could, of course, have employed other means; but there is nothing to 
make us believe that he would have done so. On the contrary, all that 
we know of the ordinary course of his providence, tends to warrant the 
contrary inference. He has established an admirable order of depend- 
ence between the different members of the human family: the vices 
or virtues of the parent have a serious effect on the morality of his 
offspring ; and no man can wander from the path of duty, or walk 
steadily in it, without exercising a favourable or unfavourable influence 
on others. Mary then merits a// our gratitude, for having fulfilled 
the glorious designs which God had on her, St. Bernard, addressing 
her, says: ‘ By means of thee has heaven been opened and hell 
closed, the heavenly Jerusalem restored, and life given to those who 
expected death.’ We cannot have a due conviction of the benefit of 
the redemption which Christ has effected for us, and not have a deep 
sense of our obligations to her, who was so mysteriously instrumental 
in procuring them.’’—(p. 50.) 


The question, however, will present itself to most persons in 
a very different light. Most persons will be disposed to think, 
that it will be very difficult for those who are taught to believe 
themselves under such obligations to the Virgin as these, to 
retain anything which can deserve to be called a due conviction 
of their obligations to their Redeemer. 

The writer proceeds :— 


“If Mary had so great a part in our redemption, we may easily 
conceive that she will be most zealous for the application of its 
benefits to our souls. Ve cannot employ a surer means of being purified 
in the blood of her Son, than by frequent recourse to her: she knows the 
value of the gift we seek, and our inevitable ruin unless we obtain it. 
‘ Mary,’ says Venerable Bede, ‘stands in the presence of her Son, and 
never ceases to intercede for sinners’. She knows our misery: she 
feels every wound we inflict on Jesus Christ by our transgressions : 
she compassionates our unhappy lot, if we fail to profit by the plentiful 
redemption she has procured for us through Jesus Christ. Hence she 
is styled by St. Ephrem, ‘the conciliatrix of the world.’* Hence 
St. Basil asserts, that God has ordained that she should assist us in 
everything. And ts é not reasonable, that she who had so mysterious 
a part in the accomplishment of man’s redemption, should have the 


* But see Tyler, pp. 223—28°, and especially pp. 228—236, in which, with a 
mildness which does him no littie ¢redit, he has exposed Dr. Wiseman’s conduct, in 
triumphantly quoting as Ephraim’s, works which no one had ever ascribed to 
Ephraim, and which in the only edition of Ephraim in which they have ever been 
bound up (Rome, 1732) are proved to be none of his. 
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most extensive influence in the application of its merits to our souls ? 
Let us, then, ever accompany our meditation on our redemption 
through Christ, and our petitions to be washed in His blood, with 
corresponding gratitude to Mary, and unlimited confidence in her interces- 
sion. Let us address her in the language of St. Ephrem: ‘ Hail, hope 
of the soul, firm confidence of Christians, advocate of sinners, bulwark of 
the faithful, and cause of the world’s salvation !’”—(p. 51.) 


In a similar spirit is conceived the prayer which is annexed 
to this meditation. | 
PRAYER, 

“ O most holy Mother of our Redeemer, what a deep gratitude do 
Christians owe thee for thy instrumentality in our redemption! In 
giving us Jesus Christ, thou hast given us a Redeemer who is flesh of 
thy flesh—over whom, as mother, thou hadst dominion—but whom thou 
didst willingly deliver up for our salvation. Yes, holy Mother, if we 
owe all to Jesus Christ, who has redeemed us, to thee we owe Jesus 
himself ; as it was thy obedience to God's will that caused the designs of 
His ineffable ‘mercy to be accomplished. O thrice happy Virgin, thou 
dost dispense thy favours with liberality and love. I recommend 
myself to thee; and as thou hast the dispensation of the inexhaustible 
treasures of God's grace, by thy influence with Jesus, impart them to me, 
with a liberality corresponding to my great necessities. Suffer not a 
soul to be lost for which Christ died. Through thy intercession may 
I experience the application of His saving merits on earth, and, 


through them, attain the eternal happiness, which he has purchased 
for me by His blood. Amen,’’—(p. 54.) 


From these extracts, then, the reader will be able to form 
some notion of the doctrine which the Roman Catholics are 
taught regarding the Virgin Mary. He will see that they are 
taught that her consent to the incarnation was so necessary, 
that on it hung the destinies of the human race, and that if she 
had refused to become the mother of the Redeemer, man would 
not have been redeemed, and that she willingly delivered up for 
our salvation, one over whom, as mother, she had dominion. 
So that, in every way, according to this doctrine, she is the 
cause of human salvation, and whatever the sinner may owe to 
his Redeemer, to Mary he ewes the Redeemer himself—a senti- 
ment of which it is needless to point out the folly and impiety. 
And further, he will see, that Romanists are taught to regard 
her as the person who is placed between them and Christ—as 
their advocate with Christ—as that being in whose mercy and 
sympathy sinners can confide when afraid to apply to Christ— 
as their only hope and their only refuge,—as the person in whose 
hands is placed the entire dispensation of the inexhaustible 
treasures of divine grace. What place the work of the Holy 
Spirit has in this system it is not easy to discover. 
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The Editor begs to remind his readers that he is not responsible for the opinions 
of his Correspondents. 


ST. IRENZUS ON ANTICHRIST. 


Rev. Sir,—I will now, with your permission, add to the extracts 
from St. Irenzus, already printed by you in the Magazine, a transla- 
tion of the thirtieth chapter of his fifth book against heresies, which 
concludes what he states in this part of his treatise concerning the sub- 
ject of Antichrist. 

«‘ Now these things being so, and this number standing in all genuine 
and ancient copies, and those very persons who saw John fuce to face 
bearing witness to it, and reason teaching us that the number of the 
name of the beast, according to the method of calculation of the 
Greeks, by means of the letters which are in it, will have six hundred 
and sixty and six; that is, decads equal to hundreds, and hundreds 
equal to units; (for the number, which is called* six, preserved [or 
retained] in like+ manner, indicates the summings up of that whole 
apostasy which [has been] from the beginning, and which will be in 
the intermediate times and in the end;) I know not how some have 
erred, following the popular} notion, and have perverted§ the middle 
number of the name, taking away the sum of fifty, and instead of six 
decads, intending there to be one decad. But this I think to have 
been the fault of the copyists, (as is commonly the case,) and that, 
since the numbers are represented by letters, the Greek ‘letter which 
indicates the number sixty has been readily expanded into the letter 
iota of the Greeks; and others receiving this without examination, 
some in simplicity and inopportunely (or improperly . . . axaipwe) have 
adopted it; and others, owing to ignorance, have dared even to seek 
out a name having the erroneous and mistaken number. But to those 
who in simplicity and without any evil intention, have done this, it is 
probable that pardon will be granted by God. But as many as from. 
vain glory decide upon names containing the false number, and decide 
that the name invented by themselves is that of him who is to come, 
these will not go without blame, inasmuch as they have deceived both 
themselves and those who have believed them. And in the first place 
there is a loss in missing the truth, and in supposing that to be [fact] 
which is not; and, in the next place, since he who adds to or takes 
away anything from the Scripture, incurs no ordinary penalty, such a 
one must needs fall into it. Moreover, also, another peril of no 


* The text is “ numerus ewimt qui digitus sex” . . . Grabe observes, “nisi me 
conjectura fallit, pro voce digitus, legendum dicitur.” 
t i. e., I presume, alike in the place of the hundreds, the tens, and the units. 
iCwriopy. 
mediam frustrantes numeram nominis.” Vers, Lat. 
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common kind will follow those who falsely presume to know the name 
of antichrist. For if these persons suppose it to be one and he shall 
come having another, they will easily be deceived by him, as if he, 
against whom it behoves them to be on their guard, had not yet ap- 
peared. It concerns, therefore, such persons to learn, and to recur to 
the true number of the name, in order that they may not be reckoned 
in the place of false prophets. But knowing the genuine number 
which is declared by the Scripture, that is, six hundred and sixty-six, 
let them first patiently wait for the division of the kingdom into ten : 
then, afterwards, when those kings are reigning and beginning to set 
their affairs in order and to increase their dominion; he who shall 
come suddenly, claiming the kingdom to himself, and shall alarm those 
who are foretold, having the name containing the predicted number, 
this person [it shall be given them] to know to be the abomination of 
desolation. ‘This, also, the Apostle says ; ‘ When they shall say peace 
and safety, then sudden destruction shall come upon them.’ Jeremiah, 
moreover, has shown not only his sudden coming, but also the tribe 
from which he will come, saying ; ‘ From Dan we shall hear the sound 
of the swiftness of his horses; by the sound of the neighing of his 
rapidly advancing horses the whole earth shall be shaken; and he 
shall come and shall devour the earth and the fulness of it, the city 
and those who dwell therein.’ And on this account this tribe is not 
reckoned in the Apocalypse along with those which are saved. It is 
therefore more certain and more free from danger to await the fulfil- 
ment of the prophecy, than to conjecture and to divine any names ; 
since many names may be found which have the predicted number, 
and nevertheless this same question will remain [unanswered |. For 
if the names found out, which have this same number, be many, 
which of them he who shall come will bear will still be a question. 
Moreover, that we do not say these things on account of the want of 
names which have the number of his name, but on account of fear 
towards God and a zeal for the truth, [is evident;] for the name 
EYAN@AZ has the number concerning which the question is; but we 
affirm nothing concerning it. Moreover, also, the name AATEINO® 
has the number of six hundred and sixty-six: and is very probable, 
since the last kingdom has this appellative. ‘or they who now bear 
sway are Latins; but we do not boast ourselves in this. Moreover, 
TEITAN, the first syllable being written by the two Greek vowels, « 
and «, is more worthy of credit than all the names which have been 
discovered by us. For it has the predicted number in it, and consists 
of six letters, each syllable consisting of three letters, and it is ancient 
and remote; for neither is any one of those kings, who exist in our 
time, called Titan ; nor of those idols which are publicly worshipped 
among the Greeks and barbarians, has any one this appellative : and 
this name is regarded among many to be divine, so that also the sun 
is called Titan by those who now are in power; and it contains a 
certain manifestation of * punishment and of one inflicting vengeance, 


* « Titanes dicti sunt amd rij¢ 


VoL, XX XIII.—June, 1848. 3¢ 
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because he pretends that he avenges* those who are treated unjustly. 
Such, then, is this name, both ancient and worthy of credit, and a 
royal one, and still more, that of a tyrant. Since, then, this name 
Titan has so much to recommend it, there is so much probability that 
from many things we may conclude that perhaps he who shall come 
may be called Titan. We, however, will not risk to assert anything 
positively respecting the name of antichrist. For if it was proper that 
his name should be proclaimed openly in the present time, it would 
have been pronounced by him who also saw the Revelation. For it 
was not seen at any distant period, but almost in our own age, to- 
wards the close of the reign of Domitian. But now he declares the 
number of the name, that we may be on our guard against him 
when he comes, knowing who he is: but his name he has concealed, 
because it is not worthy to be proclaimed by the Holy Spirit. For if 
it had been proclaimed by Him, probably it would also continue for a 
long time. But now since ‘ he was, and is not, and shall ascend from 
the abyss and goes into perdition,’ as one who does not exist, so neither 
is his name proclaimed : for of that which exists not, the name is not 
proclaimed, But when this antichrist shall have laid waste all things 
in this world, reigning threet years and six months, and shall sit in the 
temple at Jerusalem ; then the Lord shall come from heaven in the 
clouds, in the glory of the Father, casting him and those who obey 
him into the lake of fire ; but bringing on to the righteous the times 
of the kingdom, that is, the rest, the seventh day sanctified ; and restor- 
ing to Abraham the promise of the inheritance; in which kingdom, 
says the Lord, many coming from the east and the west, shall sit down 
with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.” 

Such, then, are the views concerning antichrist, and such is the inter- 
pretation given to the prophecies relating to him and his times by a 
bishop of the primitive church, who informs us that he received his 
account of the true number of the beast from those who had seen St. 
John face to face; and accordingly, as the learned Dr, Wells has 
remarked, “itt is very likely that he received from the same persons 


* Se¢ the application made of Luke xviii. 2, in the extract given in a former 
letter from chapter 25. 

¢ Cum Irenzxo sentiunt Hippolytus, Ephrem, Hieronymus, Augustinus, Cyrillus 
Hieros, Theodoretus, Arethas, Ansbertus, Primasius, Rupertus.— Feuard. He had 
referred in former notes to St. Chrysostom, Theophylact, St. Ambrose, Prosper, 
Methodius, Anselm, &c., as agreeing substantially in the statements made by St. 
Ireneus. He adds, on the passage now before us, “Since antichrist is to spring 
from the tribe of Dan, and to be received by the Jews as their Messiah, it is not to 
be doubted but that he will sit at Jerusalem, and in their temple, and that he will 
constitute that city the chief one of his empire. Add to this what St. John says in 
the Apocalypse, that the two divine witnesses—namely, Enoch and Elias, are to be 
slain by antichrist in that city in which Christ was crucified. With these remarks 
St. Cyril of Jerusalem agrees, writing (Catech. xiv.) In templo quod reliquum est 
Judworum, sedebit.” I suppose the reference must be to Lecture xv. § 15 of the 
Oxford translation—“ so that‘he sitteth in the temple of God. Whattemple? He 
means the Temple of the Jews which has been destroyed,” &c. The Oxford editor 
refers also to Greg. Nazianz. Orat. 47, 14, and Feuardent also refers to Hilary, 
Sedulius, and Damascene. 


{ An Help for the more Easy and Clear Understanding of the Holy Scriptures. By 
Ed. Wells, D.D., note on Rey, xiii, 18, p. 112. 
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those notions concerning antichrist which he has delivered to posterit 

in these chapters, which therefore ought to have no small regard paid 
to them.’”? What the same divine has observed in respect to the 
ancient interpretation of the prophecy regarding the two witnesses, 
seems equally applicable to that of the prophecies which relate to anti- 
christ and (so far as the earliest centuries are concerned) to the mil- 
lennium also. “TI have taken the pains,” says he, “to transcribe all 
these citations, that the reader may see how generally the Fathers do 
agree in this matter, whatever different notions thereof are entertained 
by moderns. I desire the reader but to consider that it can’t, with any 
colour of probability, be thought that the Fathers were so wicked as to 
forge such a doctrine ; or supposing them wicked enough to forge it, 
yet to what end should they do it? Nay,if the Fathers be but allowed 
to be persons of sense and good understanding, (and that those above 
cited were so, appears from their writings,) it can’t be supposed but 
that this doctrine of Enoch and Elias coming again upon earth must 
appear no less strange and surprising at first to them than it does to 
men now-a-days at their first hearing of it; and consequently, that 
they acted then as we do now—namely, scrupled to give belief to such 
a doctrine, till the truth of it was assured to them by unexceptionable 
authority. And, accordingly, it is observed above by Dr Grabe,* 
that Ireneeus asserts that the truth of the said doctrine was grounded 
on no less authority than that of those who were Disciples and Hearers 
of the Apostles themselves. Whereupon the good Doctor adds, in refer- 
ence to himself, ‘ Mihi parum tutum videtur aliter nunc sentire ;’ and 
had all others the like due esteem for the Fathers, and the like moaes¢ 
opinion.of themselves, there would quickly be taken away that great 
and unhappy difference of opinions which is now in the church as to 
points of religion.” (Note on Rey. xi. 3.) Dr. Grabe, in a note on 
the chapter of St. Ireneeus, which immediately follows the one which 
I now send, and which relates to the intermediate state, has alike judi- 
ciously remarked: “ As to whether this opinion of Ireneeus and his 
contemporaries be true or false, it neither belongs to me to decide, nor 
to this occasion, where it is sufficient to have explained it. Let others 
refute it, if they can do so solidly ; yet let them reflect that they, who 
are most remote from the age of the Apostles, are disputing against 
those who were very near to it; and therefore let them proceed cau- 
tiously and modestly.” From the note of Feuardent given above, as 
from the assertion of Mr. Greswell, corroborated by a great number of 
quotations, it appears that, on the interpretation of the prophecies con- 
cerning antichrist, “ the Fathers are unanimous :” “ in the reception of 
this opinion,” he says, “there was a perfect agreement among all 
parties.” (Exposition of the Parables, vol. i. pp. 369, 370.) _ It is evi- 
dent from the words of St. Paul (2 Thess. xi, 5,) “ Remember ye not 
that, when I was yet with you, I told you these things ?”” that some 
particular instruction on the subject was given by the Apostles to the 


* The note to which Dr. Wells here refers, in which occur the words quoted 
below by him from Dr. Grabe’s edition of St. Irenseus, is apparently written, not by 
Dr, Grabe, but by Feuardent. See Irenzi, lib. v. § 5, p. 405, note 4. 
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early Christians. Is it at all consistent with common sense to suppose 
that all the bishops and other divines of the earliest ages universally 
mistook the meaning of the Apostles ? 

This alone, even were there no other argument, (and there are many 
and unanswerable ones,) is sufficient to show that the more modern 
notion which turns the 1260 days into years, and the still more extra- 
vagant one, which would make the various forms in which it is ex- 
pressed, mere symbols to signify an indefinite period, are assumptions 
alike utterly groundless and untenable. Even could a catena of 
authorities from the fifth century downwards (as has been asserted) be 
found in support of such a notion, it would be of no validity whatever 
in deciding the question, since such a catena omits precisely those 
centuries which are of most importance in the way of testimony. 
Moreover, I observe, that the names of some of those who have been 
referred to as links of such a catena (e. g. Ansbertus and Primasius) are 
mentioned by Feuardent as concurring in opinion with St, Ireneeus, 
I have not access to the works of these authors. But if the reason of 
these contradictory statements respecting them be that, on some occa- 
sions, they concur with the Fathers of the earliest centuries in under- 
standing the period in question of three and a half literal years ; and 
on others give a loose or mystical signification to this or to other pro- 
phetical periods, this inconsistency would only tend to set aside their 
authority altogether, as being of any importance. 

It is an unanswerable argument against the notion, that the 1260 
days signify years, that the expositors, who have undertaken to inter- 
pret Daniel and St. John upon this hypothesis, are utterly at variance 
among themselves as to what events have fulfilled the prophecies, and 
that they differ widely even upon points of chief importance. One 
makes the sixth seal predict the setting up.of Christianity on the ruins 
of paganism ; another makes the same prophecy foretell the setting up 
of atheism on the ruins of Christianity at the French revolution. Even 
on so leading a point as that of the supposed division of the Roman 
empire into ten kingdoms, Mr. ‘T'yso has shown that no less than 
twenty-nine different lists have been proposed, and that sixty-five 
different kingdoms and persons have been suggested by various com- 
mentators. (Dr. Todd’s Lectures on Antichrist, p. 75.) Other differ- 
ences of opinion, even on prominent points, will occur to the minds of 
all who have taken the trouble to read the writings of this class of 
interpreters. Mr. Elliott and Mr. Birks seem to regard it a sufficient 
reply to this charge to allege that.those who regard the Apocalypse as 
yet unfulfilled, are equally at variance amongst themselves as to the 
manner in which certain parts of the prophecy will be accomplished. 
Even were the disagreement among the futurists (as Mr. Elliott styles 
them) as great as he would wish to make it appear to be, the cases 
are by no means paralle!. “When prophecies, especially those of lead- 
ing importance, are asserted to be fulfilled, there ought to be no dis- 
cordance among interpreters as to what were the events which fulfilled 
them. ‘There is no question among commentators as to what events 
accomplished the predictions concerning ancient Babylon, Nineveh, 
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Tyre, Jerusalem, and others, respecting the accomplishment of which ‘ 
there is no dispute. But defore prophecies receive their fulfilment, ia 
there must necessarily be some particulars which will be more or less Yq 
obscure, and accordingly differences of opinion among interpreters 4 
must inevitably occur, 

Many and dangerous as the errors of the Church of Rome undoubt- Pi 
edly are, the supposition that prophecies—which clearly describe, and a 
which all the l’athers understood to indicate, a power avowedly athe- 
istical and blasphemous, directly opposed to Christianity, setting up 
himself as the sole object of worship, and of whom, as of all that in 
any way appertain to him, it is expressly declared that “ the smoke of 
their torment ascendeth up for ever and ever,” (Rey. xiv. 11)—have 
received and are receiving their fulfilment in a church, which has ever 
strenuously maintained all the doctrines of the three creeds, and in 
which even the present Bishop of Calcutta asserts that “ many* holy 
souls have obtained, and do obtain, salvation ;’’ has most justly been 
characterized by the learned Bishop Horsley as monstrous+ and un- 
warrantable.”’ ‘“ Wet may try to get rid of the difficulty,” observes 
Mr. Maitland, “ by vague talk about charity or subtle distinctions; but 
I dare not alter the Word of God, or make exceptiois, qualifications, 
or conditions, where He has made none ; and we may safely affirm the 
unsoundness of any system which requires such measures to support 
it.’ Bad as popery is, it does not require much discernment to per- 
ceive that the most serious evils which now threaten us lie in a diffe- 
rent direction from that of superstition: and it will be wellif we are, 4 
led betimes to take heed, lest an exclusive dread of Romish errors 
blind us in respect to the still greater evils which the infidel and anar- 
chical spirit of our times portends, and which seem fearfully to resemble 
the foreshadowing at least of what holy Scripture predicts, and what 
the ancient Fathers expected, as the harbingers of the times of anti- 
christ. 


I remain, Rey. Sir, very respectfully yours, 


RELIQULA LITURGIC. 


Sir,—With extraordinary rashness Mr. Hall stated, in your Number 
for March, that sixty-one pages of the book printed by Waldegrave 
“are given line for line, and letter for letter, in the Middleburgh of 
1586.” He added, “ of the other fourteen pages, eleven are also the same, 
but the order transposed.” In your last Number, he promises to make 
good this assertion, or “ edit no more Liturgies.” - 

Before I reply to Mr. Hall’s last letter, 1 will give you a list of read- 
ings in the book printed by Waldegrave, in one column, with the 
variations in the book printed by Mr. Hall in another. Your readers 
will then determine, whether the sixty-one pages and the eleven—in all, 


* Sermon on Rev. xii. 11, preached before the Church Missionary Society, p. 15, a 
+ Of the Prophetical Periods.—Brit. Mag. vol. iv. p. 738. 
t Second Inquiry, &c., p. 100, i 
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seventy-two pages, are “ line for line, and letter for letter” the same. I 
give the page for each quotation from the book by Waldegrave, and 
also the pages, to which I refer, in Mr. Hall’s reprint of the book of 
1586. This plan will enable your readers to form a right estimate of 


Mr. Hall’s assertion on this subject. 


Waldegrave’s Book. 


Page 13. Let the church first dili- 
gently consider, &c. 


13. That he distribute. 
14. Of their office & duty. 


Therefore the Pastors & Ministers’ 
chief office standeth. 


Of their election and ordination. 


The Elders & three, at the least, 
of the ministers next adjoining, at 
such time as there wanteth a minis- 
ter in any congregation, assemble the 
whole congregation, exhorting them 
to advise & consider who may best 
serve in that room & office. And if 
there be choice, the church appoint 
two or three upon some certain day, 


to be examined by those ministers & 
elders. 


15. He that should be minister. 

They propose him a theme. 

They inquire of his life. 

They signify to the congregation, 
whose gifts they find. 

Twenty days at the least. 


16. At the which time also, one 
of the ministers exhorteth them to 
humble themselves to God by fasting 
and prayer, that both their election 
may be agreeable to his will, and also 
profitable to the church. 


Then is he dismissed. 
Frameth his sermon. , 


After that he is to be ordained by 
the laying on of the hands of the elder- 
ship, with these words pronounced 
by the minister thereunto appointed. 


Mr. Hall's Reprint of that of 1586. 


Page 71. The church that is desti- 
tute of a pastor is first diligently, Kc. 


That he ought to distribute. 
72. The Pastor’s duty. 


The church is therefore to con- 
sider that the Pastor’s chief, &c. 


The election & ordination of pas- 
tors. 


72, 3. And therefore the Elders of 
the vacant congregation, & certain 
pastors appointed by the next con- 
ference to it (whose assistance the 
said elders are to seek and desire of 
that conference) at such time are to 
assemble the congregation (having 
before appointed a day for fasting and 
prayer) to exhort them to pray, that 
God would direct the election to be 
made, as may be most agreeable to 
his will, & most profitable for that 
church. Then after they are to meet 
by themselves, & to advise of one fit 
for the place that is vacant: whom 
that assembly of the elders & such 
pastors are to prove and examine. 


73. He that should be pastor. 
They are to propose. 

They are to inquire. 

73, 4. They signify to the congre- 


_ gation, that they find his gifts. 


Twenty days. 


74. In which time he is to preach 
in the congregation, that they may 
also discern of his fitness to commu- 
nicate his gifts with them. 


To be dismissed. 
Is to frame, &c. 


74, 5. After that he is to be ordained 
by the laying on of the hands of the 
eldership of that congregation, & the 
ministers appointed for that purpose, 
whereof one is to pronounce these 
words. 
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17. This done the people sing a 
psalm, and depart. 


Of Doctors, their office, &c. 
Another sort of ministers. 


Whose office is to instruct & teach 
the faithful. | 


_ The Doctor’s election & ordination 
is as the Pastor’s: the prayer, trial, 
and words of ordination respecting 
his special office. 


18. And all suspicion. 


And if any of the just number 
want, the minister by the consent of 
the rest warneth the people thereof, 
& finally admonisheth them to ob- 
serve the same order which was used 
in choosing the ministers. 

Their election & ordination is as 
the Pastor’s: the prayer, trial, and 
words of ordination respecting their 
special office. 


19. Their election is, as hath been 
afore rehearsed in the elders, if they 
be chosen at the same time. 


The assembly of the ministers and 
elders. 


To the intent that the ministry of 
God’s word may be had in reverence, 
& not brought to contempt through 
the evil conversation of such as are 
called thereunto, and also that faults & 
vices may not by long sufferance grow 
at length to extreme inconveniences, it 
is ordained, that weekly the ministers 
& elders in their assembly or con- 
sistory, diligently examine all such 
faults & suspicions as may be espied, 
not only amongst others, but chiefly 
amongst themselves, lest they seem 
to be culpable of that which our 


This done the people are to sing a 
psalm and so to depart. And the 
next time of the whole assembly of 
the congregation, the pastor so or- 
dained is to begin the execution of his 
office, being brought tothe place where 


he is to do it by the elders of the 
same. 


96. Of Teachers, their office, &c. 


Another sort of ministers of the 
word, 


Whose office is to instruct & teach 
doctrine. 


The Doctor’s election & ordir ation 
is as the Pastor's ; saving that if there 
be a pastor of that congregation, he is 
to be used with the pastors of the 
next conference: and chiefly for that 
which otherwise is to be done by one 
of them : and that the prayer, trial, & 
words of ordination are to respect his 
special office. 


97. And all just suspicion. 


The election '& ordination is to be 
as the Pastor’s at the first establish- 
ing of them in any congregation. 

After if any of the number shall 
want, then it may suffice to be 
ordered by the eldership of the con- 
gregation in such sort (for other cir- 
cumstances than are here mentioned) 
as in the election & ordination of the 
ministers of the word, the prayer, 
trial, words of ordination respecting 
their special office. 


98. Their election is to be made b 
the eldership, in such sort as ha 
been afore rehearsed in the elders. 


The deposition of church officers 
upon just causes. 


98, 99. Concerning the church 
officers, because Christ reproveth 
them that espy a moat in another 
man’s eye, and will not see a beam in 
their own. 
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Saviour Christ reproved in the Phari- 
sees, who could espy a mote in another 


man’s eye, and could not see a beam 
in their own. 


20. And because the eye ought to 
be more clear than the rest of the 
body, the minister cannot be spotted 
with any vice, but to the great slander 
of God’s word, whose message he 
beareth. 


Which if they be deprehended in a 
minister. 


He ought to be deposed. 

As for papistry, &c. 

For felony. 

He amend his fault. 

As strange, &c, 

In preaching the Scriptures. 


21. An example of perfection to 
others. 


Especially, if so be. 
According to God’s rule. 
And amend. 


Of public exercises in the as- 


sembly. Interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures. 


Every week once the congregation, 
which may conveniently, assemble to 
hear some place of the Scriptures 
orderly expounded. At which time it 
is lawful for such men, as are allowed 
thereunto by the eldership, to speak 
as God shall move their hearts, and 
the ‘text minister occasion: so it be 
without pertinacity or disdain, as one 
that rather seeketh to profit, than to 
contend. And if so be any contention 
rise, then such as are appointed mode- 
rators, cither satisfy the party, or else 
if he seem to cavil, exhort him to 
keep silence, referring the judgment 
thereof to the ministers & elders, to 
be determined in their assembly be- 
fore mentioned. 


22. Before the sermon. 
23. An oblation & offering. 
24. The people sing a psalm. 


99. And for that the eye should be 
clearer than the rest of the body : the 
minister of the word cannot be crimi- 
nous, but to the great hurt of the 
church. 


Which if they be found in a mini- 
ster. 


He is to be deposed. 

As for example, for papistry. 
For adultery, felony. 

He amend them. 

As for example, strange, &c. 


In preaching & handling the Scrip- 
tures. 


An example to others. 


And if so be. 

According to Christ’s rule. 

And amend, he is to be deposed. 
69. Interpretation of Scriptures. 


Every week once the ministers of 
the less conference, which may con- 
veniently, are to assemble in some 
church to hear some place of the 
Scriptures orderly expounded by such 
of them as they shall appoint for it: 
who are also to appoint one for the 
moderation of the action, that all 
things may be done in it orderly & to 
-edification. 

And for the churches in these Low 
Countries, it is ordered by the last 
General Synod, agreeable to God his 
word, & the practice of other churches, 
that other by their order may speak, 
that so some of them may be ripened 
to the ministry, provided that none 
of them preach or speak out of the 
place appointed for it, nor administer 
the sacraments, without a full calling 
to the ministry. 


17. Before sermon. 
19. An oblation & sacrifice. 
The people are to sing a psalm. 
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Which ended, the minister prayeth. 
Then he readeth the text. 

And proceedeth to the sermon. 
The minister useth. 


27. Queen Elizabeth: her right 
honourable Council : of all the magis- 
trates, & all the whole body of the 
realm. Let thy fatherly favour so 
preserve them, & thine Holy Spirit so 
govern their hearts, &c. 


29. The magistrates. 
30. The flock. 
33. Thy Spirit. 


36. Such a multitude of so danger- 
ous enemies. 


That the Devil. 


Do never leave off to fight against 
us. 


This Prayer, &c. is used. 
37. Another Prayer. 
So bold to think. 


And to be beaten down as they 
that are to be swallowed, Kc. 


41. Thirst. 
42. To this thy most blessed. 
43. Good Lord. 


Of conscience & mind. 
44. Be clean abolished. 


The pastor prayeth, 

Then he is to read, &c. 

And so to proceed to the. 

The pastor is to use, 

22. Queen Elizabeth: whom as 
thou hast placed over us in thy great 


mercy, & preserved her by the mighty 
power, so, we beseech thee, O Lord, 


by the same mercy, to multiply on ~ 


her the excellent gifts of the Holy 
Spirit: & by the same power, as thou 
hast always preserved her, so to pre- 
serve her still: and as thou hast dis- 
covered the unnatural treasons & 
wicked practices, so to discover them 
still: that as for all other thy singular 
graces, so also for this great mercy, 
both prince & people may rejoice, & 
magnify thy great name. Also we 
pray thee for her Majesty’s Right 
Honourable Council, that thy good 
Spirit may furnish every one of them 
with wisdom & strength, & other 
excellent gifts fit for their calling. 
Furthermore we pray for all other 
magistrates, and for the whole realm : 
that all men in their calling may be 
found faithful in seeking to set forth 
thy glory, & to procure the godly 
peace & prosperity of all the land: & 
let thy Fatherly favour, &c. 


25. Her magistrates. 
26. Thy flock. 
29. Thy Holy Spirit. 


32. Such multitude of most dan 
gerous enemies. 


The Devil. 


Which do never leave off to fight, 
&e. 


May also be used. 


33. As to think. 
And to be swallowed, &c. 


36. Athirst. 

37. In this thy most, &c. 
38. O Lord. 

39. Of body or mind. 
To be clean abolished. 
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Almighty & everliving God, vouch- 
safe we beseech thee to grant us per- 
fect continuance in the holy faith, 
augmenting the same in us daily till 
we grow to the full measure of our 
perfection in Christ whereof we make 
our confession, saying, 


I believe in God, &c. 


45. Give us likewise, O Lord, in- 
crease of obedience to thy holy com- 
mandments, declared unto us in the 


XX chap. of Exodus, in these words, 
I am the Lord, thy God, &c. 


These Graces and what other need- 
ful for us & thy whole church, grant 
us, O Lord, for thy beloved son Christ 
Jesus, in whose name we ask them, 
as he hath taught us. 


Our Father, &c. 


Then the people sing a psalm, as the 
minister appointeth. 


Which ended, the minister pro- 
nounceth. 


His face shine. 

46. For the minister daily. 
He either useth. 

Or else prayeth. 


By a common consent. 
Levit. 26. Deut. 28. 1 Kings, 8. 
2 Sam. 24. 


46. The order of Baptism. 


The preaching Word. 
On the day appointed. 


With the father & godfathers, as 
the church shall think convenient. 


47. The minister proceedeth. 


48. But chiefly that they. 
All without exception. 


49. Doth the virtue of Christ’s 
blood. 


50. In mortification, that is t. say, 


a resisting of the rebellious lusts of 
the flesh. 
That we be once baptized. 


52. Of that faith, which you believe. 


40. Then the people are to sing a 
psalm, as the pastor appointeth. 


Which ended he is to pronounce. 


His face to shine. 

For the pastor daily. 

He either is to use. 

Or else to pray. 

41. By consent of the eldership. 


42. Of the administration of the 
sacraments: Baptism and the Lord’s 
Supper. 

First, of the order of Baptism. 


The preaching of the Word. 
At some day appointed. 


As the eldership of that congrega- 
tion shall think convenient. 


_ Then the pastor is to proceed, say- 


ing. 
43. But that they. 
44. All such without, &c. 
45. Doth the blood of Christ. 


In mortification of the rebellious 
lusts of the flesh. 


46. That we be baptized. 
48. The faith that you believe. 
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53. The minister requireth the 
child’s name. 


And as he speaketh these words, 
he taketh water in his hand & layeth 
it upon the child’s face. Which done 
he giveth thanks, as followeth. 


55. When the Lord’s Supper is 
ministered, which commonly is used 
once a month. 


Thé minister useth to say. 


56. This done, the minister pro- 
ceedeth. 


If we receive the same. 
57. The Lord’s body. 


God’s wrath. 
To plague us with divers, &c. 


Therefore if any of you be a blas- 
phemer of God, an hinderer or slan- 
- derer of his word, an adulterer, or be 
in malice or envy, or in any other 
grievous crime, bewail your sins, & 
come not to this holy table, lest the 
devil enter into you, as he entered 
into Judas, & fill you full of all ini- 
quities, & bring you to destruction of 
body & soul. 


Judge therefore yourselves, bre- 


thren, that ye be not judged of the 
Lord. 


Malice & debate. 

With full purpose, &c. 

And godly. 

60. The minister giveth thanks. 


62. He breaketh the bread and de- 
livereth. 


Likewise he giveth the cup. 

Do this in the remembrance of me. 
Is read. 

63. He giveth thanks. 

64. The people sing. 

Is recited. 


And wherein you will see this child 


instructed : which is contained in these 
words: ‘ 


I believe in God, &e. 
49. The minister is to require, &c. 


And as he speaketh these words 
he shall take water in his hand &* 
* Or wash pour it upon the child’s face. 
it. Which done he is to give 
thanks, &c. 


51. Isto be ministered, which shall 
be commonly once a month. 


The minister shall use to say. 


52. This done, the pastor is to pro- 
ceed. 


If we receive this holy sacrament. 


53. The Lord his bedy, which is 
offered in this sacrament to the 
worthy receiver. 


God's heavy wrath. 
To plague or chastise, &c. 


{In Mr. Hall’s volume the reading 
is altogether different: and it seems 


not very delicate: for he has the fol- 
lowing note. 


*Verbum, rem valdé obsccenam sig- 
nificans, hic omittitiur. ] 


54. Judge therefore yourselves, 
examine and try your hearts. 


Envy & malice. 

Purpose & deliberation, &c. 

& all godly. 

56. The minister is to give thanks. 


59. Is to break the bread and de- 
liver. 


Do this in remembrance of him. 
He shall give the cup. 

In remembrance of him. 
Is to be read. 
60. He is to give. 
61. The people are to sing. 
Is to be recited. 
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65. Of Marriage. 


. 67. Here the minister speaketh, 


68. Then the minister saith. 
The minister proceedeth. 


69. The minister to the spouse also 
saith. 


The minister then saith. 


71. Then is sung the 128th Psalm 
[Blessed are they that fear the Lord, 
&c.] or some other appertaining to 
the same purpose. 


We refer it to the discretion, &c. 


And if he perceive him to want any 
necessaries, he not only relieveth him 
according to his ability, but also pro- 
videth by others that he may be fur- 
nished sufficiently. 


72. This godly order. 

73. Which move. 

The second respect is. 

The third cause is. 

74. That his soul may be saved. 


The order of proceeding in private 
discipline. 

First therefore it is to be noted that 
this censure. 


Is either private or public. 


As if aman commit. 
In his error. 


He either may be received through 
repentance. 


Public discipline. 


What things are to be observed in 
private discipline. 


_And here as touching private dis- 
cipline, three things are to be noted. 


That our admonitions. 


75 and 76. Quite different, and too 
long to be quoted. 
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65. The minister is to speak, &c. 


Then the minister is to say. 
The minister is to proceed. 


66. The minister also shall say to 
the spouse. 


67. The minister then shall say. 


68. Then the minister is to pro- 
ceed to the ordinary exercise. 


It is referred, &c. 


101. A godly order. 

102. Which should move. 
Secondly. 

Thirdly. 

That his spirit may be saved. 


This censure, &c. 


May arise either upon private or 
public occasion. 


As if a man offend 
103. In his fault. 
He either may be reformed. 


Touching private admonition three 
things are to be observed. 


The admonitions. 


These variations are extendee over nearly fifty pages: and your 
readers will perceive that they are of very great importance in a ques- 


tion like this, 


Claiming such an agreement between the two books, it 


was necessary for me to give a collation in proof of my statement in a 


former letter. 


Mr. Hall asserts, that sixty-one pages of Waldegrave’s 


book are “line for line, and letter for letter” the same as the Middle- 
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burgh, and that eleven more are the same, making in all, seventy-two. 
I have proved, that at least nearly fifty—to adopt Mr. Hall’s expres- 
sion respecting the American Liturgy—do not correspond. ‘To what- 
ever special pleading, therefore, he may resort in his defence, the 
public will perceive, that my statements are supported by facts; and 
that Mr. Hall, to use his own language, has been guilty of an “ out- 
rageous exaggeration.” Whether his promise of editing no more 
- Liturgies will be observed remains to be proved. Mr. Hall appears 
to be exceedingly indignant at the charge of loose writing: yet I 
know not how otherwise to designate such statements as these to 
which I have alluded. My meaning by the expression is inaccuracy 
of statement; and this charge is now proved by evidence of an 
overwhelming character: for Mr. Hall never can prove that the 
pages of Waldegrave’s book, from which my quotations are taken, 
are “line for line and letter for letter’ the same as that of 1586, As 
my examination was not so complete as I could have wished, it is 
probable that some variations have escaped my notice; but I have 
done enough to disprove Mr. Hall’s extraordinary assertion, and to 
establish my own accuracy. Mr. Hall claims seventy-two pages as 
exactly the same as the book of 1586: and the entire volume contains 
no more than seventy-four pages, exclusive of title, contents, &c, &c. 

Before I proceed to notice his last letter, there is an assertion in his 
previous communication to which I must direct your attention, as 
a still further illustration of my remark respecting loose writing. Mr. 
Hall says, that « The Settled Order of 1644 comprised (with the excep- 
tion of halfa page) the whole of Waldegrave’s edition.” ‘Thinking it pro- 
bable that Mr. Hall had again deceived himself by a mere cursory glance, 
I took the trouble of examining The Settled Order, Mr. Hall regards 
this book as similar to Waldegrave’s ; but a comparison of the two will 
lead to a very different conclusion, ‘The variations are numerous, and 
in many respects important, If Mr. Hall’s words mean anything, they 
mean, that-the Settled Order is an exact reprint of Waldegrave'’s book, 
with the exception of half a page. Now, Sir, I am sincere in saying, 
that I have no wish to be harsh or uncharitable in speaking of an- 
other: but I feel constrained to affirm that Mr. Hall is most grievously 
mistaken. In forms of prayer, perhaps, nothing is more important in 
fixing their character than the rubrical directions, and several of these 
are singularly unlike in the two books, Mr. Hall’s assertions in such 
matters, therefore, must not be received without due caution, 

It is singular, that the recognition of the ‘Ten Commandments as a 
part of divine service, is neither in Mr. Hall’s reprint nor in the 
Settled Order, It is peculiar to Waldegrave’s book : and the omission 
in the Middleburgh edition is an evidence of the extension of the puri- 
tanical tendency. ‘This alone would make Waldegrave’s book a very 
different production from the other, though Mr. Hall can see no diffe- 
rence, 

And now, Sir, I may offer a few remarks on Mr. Hall’s last letter, 
and but a few only are necessary. ; 

The charge of “ imputing dishonest and unworthy motives,” I em- 
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phatically deny. Mr. Hall may, however, settle this matter with his 
own conscience, I believe, too, that your readers will admit that I 
have not said what I cannot prove. Neither have I unsaid anything. 

You, Sir, must be greatly amused at the statement, that “ several 
of your customary correspondents” have disowned “ M.” and his com- 
munications, ‘This was a needless labour. 

My present letter will show, that I did not exaggerate in my first 
statement respecting the variations between the book by Waldegrave 
and that of 1586. Mr. Hall’s “ outrageous exaggeration” might per- 
haps with truth be retorted. 

I really cannot see that the remarks respecting the Service Book of 
1637 in any way effect my position. Your readers may compare my 
former letter with Mr. Hall’s, and form their own judgment. When 
Mr. Hall can write with temper, and refrain from speaking of insult, 
when none was intended, I shall have no objection to discuss with him 
in a friendly tone the question relative to the Scottish Book. His at- 
tempt to prove that I had made the assertions, which I deny, is, I 
must say, a subterfuge. 

I hope to be able to address you on the question of the Communion 
Office, after the appearance of Mr, Hall’s “« Fragmenta Liturgica.” 

Probably your readers will be as much surprised as myself at Mr. 
Hall’s assertion, that Bunsen is so great a Liturgical authority. As- 
suredly the fact is not generally known, Can any of your correspond- 
ents enlighten us on the subject ? 

Having given a pretty large list of variations between the two puri- 
tan books, I need not enter on any further particulars. But Mr. Hall’s 
remark on the American Liturgy requires some notice, Mr. Hall 
says, “I would all but engage to say, that as in the latter (Walde- 
grave’s book and that of 1586) there are not six pages that differ, so 
in the former (the American and the English) there are not six that 
correspond.” My letter will show, at all events, that the agreement 
of Waldegrave’s book with that of 1586 is still less than that of the 
American Liturgy with our Book of Common Prayer, Yet Mr. Hall 
says, in his introduction, “ The contents of the American are mainly 
the same as in the English Liturgy, even to the order of arrangement.” 
Do these two statements agree ? : 

Mr. Hall must be a very suspicious man, or he would not insinuate 
that “M.” and « A. M.” “are more nearly related than appears upon 
the surface of their initials.’”’ You, Sir, know that I have no know- 
ledge whatever of your correspondent “ A. M.” It is very difficult to 
deal with suspicions. I may add, that Iam quite uncertain whether 
I did attach a signature to my first letter, or anything beyond a line 
. On the appearance of the Number, I had no recollection of 
the circumstance, so little importance did I attach to a signature. 

T leave “ A. M.” to reply to Mr. tiall’s remarks on his letter. 

Mr. Hall must explain what he means by “ the failings of the evan- 
gelical clergy.” I said nothing of “ evangelical clergy.” I mentioned 
a fact, without referring to individuals, The allegation is not denied 
by Mr. Hall. 
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Perhaps Mr. Hall will inform your readers what he means by 
“ Particular churches.” If he refers to England, the expression is a 
very singular one from a clergyman. 


I am, Sir, yours, &c., 
M. 


P.S.—The tendency in the puritans to depart further from the 
church of England, is illustrated by my comparison of the two books, 
especially in the exclusion from the book of 1586 of the recognition of 
the Ten Commandments. I may add, with respect to “the Settled 
Order,” that Mr. Hall prints such portions only as he supposes to differ 
from the book of 1586, referring to the latter for the parts which he 
imagines to be common to both. A careful examination, however, 
will show, that there are not only many variations from Waldegrave’s 
book, but also that some of the passages which Mr, Hall regards as 
agreeing with his reprint (to the pages of which he refers) differ in 
various particulars. Without meaning any offence to Mr. Hall, I must 
repeat that this is a specimen of loose writing. 

Allow me to add, that I really had no desire to give offence to Mr. 
Hall; and should anything appear harsh in this letter, I must remind 
him, that his imputations and insinuations have rendered it necessary. 

I have never read Mr. Hall’s Preface to The Harmony of Confes- 
fessions, and therefore I was not aware of any apology. Nor indeed 
should I have thought of looking to such a quarter for an explanation 
of circumstances, which had been given in a magazine. My remarks, 
however, referred chiefly to a statement which Mr, Hall had denied, 
but which really rested, as Mr. Bourne proved, on his own letter: and 
the circumstance was alluded to for the purpose of showing, that Mr, 
Hall might be equally mistaken in imputing assertions to me, which I 
certainly did not make. 

If my letters have been the means of selling his books, he need not 
evince so much irritability, I was not aware that the correspondence 
had excited any particular interest. 

It should be added, that the references to the pages of Mr. Hall’s 


reprint will mark the striking difference in the arrangement of the two 
books, 


INSTALLATION OF THE BISHOP OF HEREFORD. 


Hererorp, Thursday, April 27th—This day having been fixed 
for the installation of the Right Rev. Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden, 
D.D., recently elected and consecrated to the Bishopric of Here- 
ford, rendered vacant by the translation of the late bishop (Dr. Mus- 
grave) to the Archbishopric of York ; the city was all animation from 
an early hour in the morning, a large number of persons having arrived 
from the surrounding district, and the most extensive preparations 
having been made for demonstrations of various kinds in honour of 
the new bishop, the principal of them being those of the mayor and 
corporation, who had determined on going in state to the Cathedral, 
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and on presenting a congratulatory address to the bishop on his be- 
coming officially connected with the city. The clergy of the adjacent 
deaneries had also resolved upon being present, and for that purpose 
had arranged to meet previous to the commencement of the ceremony 
at some convenient place in the city, whither they could move in pro- 
cession to the cathedral. Dr. Hampden, the new bishop, arrived in 
= city last evening, and took up his residence in the episcopal 
palace. 

Shortly before ten o’clock, the mayor and corporation, with other 
gentlemen, assembled at the Guildhall. At a quarter before eleven 
the processions moved from their respective places to the cathedral. 
On arriving at the cathedral, a large body who had not joined the pro- 
cessions, but who were anxious to witness the proceedings, also entered, 
so that in a short time the nave and every available space in the cathe- 
dral was filled. 

The bishop arrived shortly before eleven, and was received by the 
Rey. Canon Morgan and several of the prebendaries, by whom he was 
conducted to his pew. His lordship was accompanied by the Rev. W. 
Hayward Cox, B.D., Vice-Principal of St. Mary’s Hall and Rector 
of St. Martin’s, Oxford, and the Rev. G. Clark, M.A., Vicar of Cant- 
ley, Yorkshire, his Lordship’s examining chaplains; also by John 
Burder, Esq., of Parliament-street, London, and Thomas Evans, Esq., 
of the Close, Hereford, his Lordship’s secretaries; the Rev. J. H. 
Montague Luxmore, M.A., the registrar, and other officials. 

The ordinary church service was proceeded with, prayers being read 
by the Rev. Thomas Grelton, M.A., Minor Canon of Hereford Cathe- 
dral, and Vicar of Pipe, and the Lessons by the Rev. J. Hopton, M.A., 
Vicar of Canon Frome. 

Divine service having been concluded, the chapter walked in pro- 
cession, being preceded by the hebdomiadary (the Rev. W. P. Mus- 
grave, M.A., Canon Residentiary) to the Ladye Chapel, on by the 
cathedral, passing the barrier which set apart the space appointed for 
the installation proceedings. 

The Rev. Canon Musgrave (the hebdomadary) took the chair, it 
having been intimated that the Dean of Hereford (Dr. Merewether) 
would not be present. 

On the right of Canon Musgrave (the chairman) sat the Rev. J. H. 
Montague Luxmore, M.A., Canon of St. Asaph, and Registrar of 
Hereford, the members of the chapter taking their seats on the tem- 
porary benches which had been prepared for them on the opposite 
side. 

The PrestpEnt addressing the registrar, said—Mr. Registrar, please 
to exhibit and read the letters mandatory directed to the chapter for 
the installation of the Right Reverend the Bishop. 

The letter was then handed to the registrar by a gentleman from 
the office of the Vicar-General in Doctors’ Commons, and was read 
aloud by the registrar. oe... 

The Prestpent then said—Reverend Brethren, these letters man- 
datory having been read aloud, is it your pleasure that we should pro- 


, 
. 
358 


INSTALLATION OF THE BISHOP OF HEREFORD. 715 


ceed according to the force, form, and effect thereof? if so, you will 
signify the same by holding up your hands, (At this stage of the pro- 
ceedings, a document was handed to the president, which, we were in- 
formed, was a protest from the dean, but whether it was so or not, we 
could not positively ascertain.) 

The chapter having signified their assent in the way prescribed, 

The PresipEntT said—We, William Peete Musgrave, Master of 
Arts, Canon of Residentiary of the Cathedral Church of Hereford, 
and in the absence of the Very Reverend John Merewether, Doctor 
of Divinity, the Dean of the said Cathedral Church, President of this 
Chapter, by and with the consent of our brethren, and canons now 
present, do receive with all due regard and respect the letters manda- 
tory which have now been read by our registrar, and we decree to 
proceed in this business of installation according to the force, form, 
and effect thereof. 

The chapter then left the Ladye Chapel, and came into the cathe- 
dral, there to meet the Right Rev. Prelate. His Lordship, attired in 
his full episcopal habit, and followed by his chaplain and officials, was 
then conducted by the president, who, with the chapter, again entered 
the Ladye Chapel. 

The president again took the chair, and his Lordship was con- 
ducted to a seat at the head of the chapter, on the president's right 
hand, 

After the lapse of some minutes, 

Dr. Hampden (the bishop) rose and spoke to the following effect : 
—I, Renn Dickson, by Divine permission, Bishop of Hereford, elected, 
confirmed, and consecrated, petition to be inducted and installed with 
the full episcopal rights in the said church, and the real, actual, and 
corporal possession of the Diocese of Hereford, with all and singular 
the rights, dignities, honours, privileges, and appurtenances whatso- 
ever, in conformity and according to the manner, statutes, ordinances, 
and laudable and approved customs of the cathedral church, and 
actually and with effect to assign and appoint to me the stall or epis- 
copal seat in the choir of the said church, anciently accustomed and 
used to be assigned to the bishop there for the time being, and to do 
and despatch all other things which may be necessary or in any way 
- convenient in this business of induction and installation, 

The PresipENT then rose and said—We, William Peete Musgrave, 
Master of Arts, by and with the consent of our brethren the chapter 
present, do decree Right Rev. Father in God Renn Dickson, by 
Divine permission, Bishop of Hereford, to be inducted and installed. 

This concluded the preliminary proceedings by the chapters, and a 
procession was again formed, which moved to the choir. Having 
reached the altar, the bishop was seated in a chair within the rails, 
when he again petitioned, as before, to be installed, and the president 
having again solicited the suffrages of the chapter, the registrar admi- 
nistered to his Lordship the oaths ; after which, 

The Right Rev. Pre.ate said—I, Renn Dickson, by Divine per- 
mission Bishop of Hereford, elected, confirmed, and consecrated, and 


VoL, XXXIII._—June, 1848, 3D 


i 
. 


a 
+ 
4 
i 
i 
ag 
id 
ig 
iq 
+a 
& 
4 
q 
| 
j 
7 
Pa | 
3 : 
{ 
| 
q 
q 
: 
| 


716 INSTALLATION OF THE BISHOP OF HEREFORD. 


now to be inducted and installed into the episcopal seat of this cathe- 
dral, do swear that I will observe, and to the utmost of my power de- 
fend, the rights and customs of the said church, not contrary and re- 
pugnant to Divine law, and to the laws and statutes. 

The PrestpENnT then came forward and addressed his Lordship as 
follows :—We, William Peete Musgrave, Master of Arts, in the ab- 
sence of the Very Rev. the Dean, by and with the consent of our 
brethren the canons now present, lawfully proclaim, install, and induct 
you with all the rights, dignities, honours, privileges, and appurte- 
nances whatsoever appertaining to the episcopal see of Hereford. 

The bishop was then conducted to his stall with the usual cere- 
monies. 

Canon Muserave then read the following prayer :—‘“ We return 
the greatest thanks to God for so reverend a father, learned divine, 
and faithful pastor, so at this time really installed bishop of the epis- 
copal see of this holy church, and supplicate the Divine Majesty that 
he may long and happily continue pastor of the said church and bishop 
of the episcopal see of Hereford, and by word and good example to 
the glory of God, and the happy government of this church, that he 
may so proceed, that in the end, with the people committed to his 
charge, he may attain unto eternal life.’’ 

The installation then concluded, and the bishop having pronounced 
the blessing, the service was brought to a close. 


THE PROTEST OF THE DEAN OF HEREFORD. 


In the Name of God. Amen. 


To all to whom these presents shall come, specially to the canons 
of the cathedral church of Hereford, John Merewether, Doctor in 
Divinity, Dean of the cathedral church of Hereford, lawfully consti- 
tuted, and as styled in the form of his installation therein, Rector 
thereof—greeting. 

Whereas, in the year 1836, the Reverend Renn Dickson Hampden, 
Doctor in Divinity, was appointed regius professor of divinity in the 
University of Oxford. 

And whereas, in the same year, it was in convocation of the Uni- 
versity of Oxford decreed as follows :— ; 

« Seeing that it has been committed by the University of Oxford to 
the regius professor of divinity that he should be one of the number 
of those by whom the select preachers are appointed, according to 
Tit. xvi. s. 8,—( Addenda, p. 150.) And also that his counsel should 
be given if any preacher should be called in question before the vice- 
chancellor, according to Tit. xvi. s. 11,—(Addenda, p. 154,)—and 
since he, who is now professor, has treated theological subjects in such 
a manner in his published works that the university in this respect 
hath no confidence in him. It is therefspe decreed that the regius 
professor of divinity be deprived of the afore-mentioned offices until 
it shall otherwise please the university ; but, lest the university in the 
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meantime should suffer any detriment, let others discharge the fune- 
tions of the said professor—namely, in appointing the select preachers, 
the senior among the deputies of the vice-chancellor, or, he being 
absent, or filling the place of vice-chancellor, the next in order, pro- 
vided always that he shall have taken holy orders; and, in holding 
any consultation concerning sermons, the lecturer of Lady Margaret, 
Countess of Richmond.” 

And whereas, in the year 1842, the following proposition was in 
convocation made :—* Seeing the Statute Tit. xvi. s. 8, 11, promul- 
gated and confirmed in the House of Convocation on the 5th day of 
May, 1836, it was determined that the regius professor of divinity 
should be deprived of certain offices mentioned in the same statute, 
until it should otherwise please the university. It hath pleased the 
university to abrogate the statute.” And the said convocation there- 
upon decreed not so to abrogate it, and it has never been abrogated to 
this day. 

And whereas the said Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden, in the corres- 
pondence which thereupon ensued with his Grace, the late Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, thus wrote :—I disclaim the calumnious im- 
putations with which I have been assailed ; I disclaim them for my- 
self, I disclaim them for my writings; I retract nothing that 1 have 
written, I disown nothing.” And again, in the preface to the second 
edition of his “* Bampton Lectures,” p. 19, of the introduction, which 
professed to be an explanation, he writes—‘l see no reason from 
what they (objectors) have alleged for changing or retracting a single 
statement.” 

And whereas when, upon the translation of the late Bishop of 
Hereford, Dr. Thomas Musgrave, to the archiepiscopal see of York, 
it was understood that the said Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden was to 
be appointed to the see of Hereford, although the same was not yet 
vacant, the late Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. William Howley, did 
write a letter of objection and remonstrance, and also that thirteen 
other bishops did join in a combined remonstrance, and another bishop 
also wrote a separate letter of similar objection and remonstrance, to 
the Right Honourable Lord John Russell, the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, against the said appointment. 

_ And whereas, addresses to the number of from ninety to one hun- 
dred, as well as numerous letters from individuals of all shades of 
opinion tolerated in the Church of England, were presented to the 
dean and chapter of Hereford, entreating them not to elect the said 
Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden, should the congé d’élire be issued in his 
favour notwithstanding the various objections stated. 

And whereas, I, the dean of the said cathedral church, did fully 
and fairly represent the same to the Right Honourable Lord John 
Russell, the First Lord of the Treasury, both by personal communi- 
cation and repeated letters. 

And whereas, when the congé d’élire and letter mandatory were re- 
ceived, and the dean and chapter assembled on the 28th day of De- 
cember, 1847, to consider of the same, the said Dr. Renn Dickson 
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Hampden was not duly elected according to the statutes of the said 
cathedral church, to observe which each member of the same is by 
oath obliged. 

And whereas, upon certain members thereof proposing to affix the 
capitular seal to certificates of election unstatutably made, I, the dean, 
did specially object thereto, and in due form in writing protest against 
the said course and the said election, and which protest duly signed, 
sealed, and attested, was attached to the document so in spite of my 
objection sealed. 

And whereas, on the 11th of January, at Bow Church, in the city 
of London, a confirmation of the said unstatutable and invalid elec- 
tion was forcibly made, notwithstanding that, when opposers were 
called, three beneficed clergymen of the province of Canterbury, two 
of them of the diocese of Hereford, did appear by their duly autho- 
rised proctors and advocates, but were not permitted to proceed. 

And whereas, on the 14th day of January, 1848, the said opposers, 
feeling aggrieved by such proceedings, did thereupon move the Court 
of Queen’s Bench for a rule to show cause why a mandamus should 
not issue to permit and admit, in due form of law, the said opposers 
to oppose the said confirmation, and require the Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury and his vicar-general, to hear and determine upon such 
opposition, and upon the articles, matters, and proofs thereupon; and 
the said rule was granted. 

And whereas, on the 24th day of January, 1848, and three following 
days, the arguments upon the said rule were heard at great length ; 
and on the Ist February, the matter was in effect left undetermined, 
as it appeared, that, of the four judges on the bench, two were in 
favour of making the rule absolute, and two against it. 

And whereas, upon the lamented death of the late venerated Arch- 
bishop Howley, to whom an appeal had been made by the said op- 
posers, and the appointment of his present Grace the Lord Archbishop 
of Canterbury, the same appeal was presented to his Grace Dr. 
Sumner, and also an address and appeal, signed by 1650 priests of 
the Church of England, praying his Grace to surcease from the con- 
secration of Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden, besides another address 
signed by a very large number of clergy and laity, all having the 
common object of claiming a satisfactory investigation and decision 
by a competent ecclesiastical inquiry into the objections and the whole 
of the works so objected to, and which has not been granted. 

And whereas, I myself presented an appeal to his Grace, which was 
duly acknowledged, praying visitorial decision upon important matters 
touching the stringency of oaths, and the obligation and effect of our 
cathedral statutes, and the postponement of the said consecration 
until such questions have been resolved, which has never yet been 
replied to. 

And whereas, on Sunday, the 26th day of March, the said Dr, Renn 
Dickson Hampden was consecrated at V_ambeth Palace, and a man- 
date to install him in the cathedral church of Hereford has, as is 
alleged, been issued, but which I, the dean of the said cathedral 
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church, have never seen, it having been sent to the bishop's secretary, 
deputy registrar of the diocese of Hereford, and by him to the eanon 
in residence, and not, as it ought to have been, to the chapter clerk, 
the registrar of the dean and chapter, in the first instance, 

And whereas, the said canon in residence has called together the 
prebendaries of the said cathedral church, and irregularly issued, as I 
am informed, a citation to the general chapter, I having, under the 
circumstances and in the absence of any authority to me delivered or 
conveyed (the mandate never having passed into my hands, nor hav- 
ing ever been seen by me,) been precluded from interfering in the 
matter. 

Therefore, I do declare and proclaim my dissent to the said pro- 
ceedings, as irregular and unstatutable, and protest against the said 
proposed installation in the cathedral church of which I am dean, 
archipresbyter, and rector, and inasmuch as the whole course of events 
touching the appointment, election, confirmation, and consecration of 
the said Dr. Renn Dickson Hampden, I do believe to be uncanoniecal, 
inconsistent with those decrees and usages of the church of Christ 
upon which the practice and discipline of the Church of England 
have ever been considered to be based, and injurious in the most essen- 
tial manner to the vital interests of that church. 

And I do further solemnly declare, that I make this protest not 
from any considerations which can be regarded in the slightest degree 
as having any personal reference to the said Dr. Renn Dickson 
Hampden as an individual, inasmuch as I have never spoken or 
written to him, nor he to me, but I do so protest because I could not 
conscientiously nor consistently with my previous conduct, take any 
part in the said installation, and because I believe that it is my 
bounden duty to God and His church to do so, notwithstanding the 
painful position in which I may be placed thereby, and in spite of the 
consequences which may result and be productive not only of per- 
plexities and difficulties, but of obloquy and misrepresentations of my 
motives and of positive injury to my own interests. 3 

And, finally, 1 do claim and require that this my protest be entered 
in the act book of the dean and chapter of the cathedral church of 
Hereford. 

Given under my hand and decanal seal, this 26th day of April, in 
the year of our Lord 1848. 

Joun (L. S.) MeEREWweTuer, 
Dean of the Cathedral Chureh of Hereford, 


We understand that the mandate &c. of the archbishop to install 
was sent to the bishop’s secretary, and by him given to Canon Mus- 
grave, nephew to the late bishop, now Archbishop of York, instead of 
passing through the hands of the chapter's clerk—Canon Musgrave 
intimated to the dean, by letter, that le had the mandate, but never 
gave it to him, or showed it to him.—The dean declined to interfere. 

Canon Musgrave then called upon Canons Morgan and Huntingford 
to meet, and by that meeting a citation was issued, under the seal of 
the dean and chapter, to convene the general chapter to install, ac- 


PY ‘ > 
4 
4 
5 
+ 
. = 
4 
‘ 
4 
4 
Py 
| 
~ 


720 INSTALLATION OF THE BISHOP OF HEREFORD. 


cording to the mandate, on Thursday, the 27th of April; on which 
day the following met in the Ladye Chapel :— 


Canon Musgrave, Canon in Residence, 
» Morgan, mi Residentiary, 
Lord Saye and Sele, ,, Residentiary, 
The Dean of St. Asaph, Prebendary, 
The Rev. W. E. Evans, 
J. B. Webb, ; 
" R. L. Freer, Honorary Prebendaries. 
po G. Lewis, 


The citation by which the meeting was convened was returned by 
the verger, as served in the usual way. 

The mandate to install was then read. The chapter clerk, in whose 
hands the verger, as apparitor, had duly placed the dean’s protest, then 
presented it to the canons assembled, when they declined to receive, 
and ordered him not to read it. , 

They then proceeded to the choir, and the service commenced. 

After the first Lesson, the ceremony of induction, from the western 


door of the cathedral, and of installation, proceeded.—English Church- 
man, 


ROME. 


THE state in which not merely the person of the Pope is now 
placed by the progress of revolution, but the very safety of the 
papacy itself, will, we doubt not, render the following documents, 
which are reprinted from the Tablet, interesting to the greater 
number of our readers. The Allocutions of Pius [Xth, indeed, 
deserve to be preserved on their own account, as a very important 
part of the history of a period in which events are crowded 
together with such rapidity, that one knows not how to be sur- 
prised at any change which may happen. Just now, it would 
seem as if an accident of the most trivial nature would be suffi- 
cient to decide, whether the papal dominion, or even the exist- 
ence of the Roman bishopric, is to be numbered henceforth 
among the things that are past. 

The articles from the Tadlet which are appended to the Allo- 
cutions, will show with what feelings these events are regarded 
by English Romanists, and will prove that they consider matters 
in quite as precarious a state as we can do. 


‘f ALLOCUTION OF HIS HOLINESS POPE PIUS IX., IN THE SECRET CONSIS- 
TORY OF APRIL 29, 1848. 


‘‘ More than once, venerable brethren, we }.av€ protested in your 
assembly against the audacity of certain men, who have not hesitated 
to do us and this apostolic see the injustice of pretending that we have 
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turned aside from the paths of our holy predecessors, and even no 
several points, horrible to say, from the doctrine of the church. 
Again, at the present moment there are not wanting men who speak 
of us as the principal author of the public commotions which have 
just taken place in Italy, as well as in other parts of Europe. In the 
Austrian regions of Germany especially, we have learnt that it is 
everywhere spread abroad among the people that the Roman pontiff, 
by emissaries and other means, has excited the Italians to bring about 
the changes which have taken place in public affairs. We have 
learnt, at the same time, that the enemies of the Catholic religion 
have taken occasion therefrom to inspire minds with the desire of 
vengeance and of hatred against the Holy See. We have no doubt 
that the Catholic people of Germany, and the worthy bishops who 
guide them, hold these iniquitous manceuvres in horror; but we know 
that it is part of our duty to prevent the scandal of the simple and 
imprudent, and to repel a calumny, the effect of which would fall, not 
only on our person, but also on the apostleship which we hold, and 
upon this Holy See. Our calumniators being unable to produce any 
proof of the machinations which they attribute to us, have rested 
their charges on what we did on first undertaking the temporal autho- 
rity of the pontifical sovereignty. We think it our duty now to explain 
in your assembly, clearly and openly, the whole course of events. 

“ You know, venerable brethren, that as early as the reign of 
Pius VII., our predecessor, the principal sovereigns of Europe sug- 
gested to the Apostolic See, that in the administration of civil affairs, 
it ought to adopt an easier system, and one more agreeable to the 
wishes of the laity. Later, in 1831, their wishes and counsels were 
set forth in a more solemn manner, by that celebrated Memorandum, 
which the Emperors of Austria and Russia, and the Kings of the 
French, of England, and of Prussia, thought proper to send to Rome 
by their ambassadors. In this paper, question was raised, among 
other things, first of a council of consultors to be called from all the 
provinces which constitute the Roman States, and assembled at Rome ; 
next, of establishing or augmenting municipalities, of forming provin- 
cial councils, and of introducing other like institutions for the general 
good, in all the provinces; lastly, of admitting laymen to all offices, 
whether administrative or judicial, These two last points, above all, 
were proposed as vital principles of government (tanguam vitalia 

i principia.) In other papers, also transmitted by the 
ambassadors, question was raised of granting a full and entire amnesty 
to all, or almost all, those who, in the Pontifical States, had violated 
the fidelity due to the sovereign. | 

“No one is ignorant that several of the things therein demanded 
were accomplished by our predecessor, Gregory XVI., that several 
others were formally promised by him in edicts, issued after his ordi- 
nances of that year, 1831. However, these benefits of our predeces- 
sor did not seem fully to answer to the desires of the princes, uor to 
suffice for securing public advantage and tranquillity, in the whole 
extent of the temporal dominions of the Holy See. 
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“ For this reason, when, by the mysterious will of God, we were 
elevated to the place of the deceased pontiff, moved only by the love 
of our temporal subjects, and without being urged by the advice or 
exhortation of any one, we granted a full and entire amnesty to those 
who had violated the fidelity due to the Pontifical Government, and 
we hastened to grant such institutions as we judged most adapted to 
further the prosperity of the people. : 

“ After our views, by the assistance of God, had been carried into 
effect, our own, and the neighbouring people, burst into transports of 
joy, gratitude, and love for us, and these manifestations were such, 
that, even in Rome, we were obliged to call the popular clamours, 
applauses, and assemblages within the limits of duty, as their excite- 
ment exceeded all bounds. 

* Every one knows, venerable brethren, the words of the allocution, 
which we addressed to you in the consistory of October 4th, wherein 
we reminded princes of that fraternal kindness and attentive care 
which they owe to their subjects; and the people themselves of the 
loyalty and obedience which they owe to their princes. Further, we 
neglected no opportunity of warning and exhorting, as much as in us 
lay, that all, adhering firmly to the Catholic doctrine, and observing 
the precepts of God and of the church, might apply themselves to 
establish mutual concord, tranquillity, and charity towards all; and 
would to God that the result had answered to our words and our 
paternal exhortations! But every one knows the public commotions 
of the Italian peoples, of which we spoke just now; and the other 
events, whether out of Italy, or in itself, which have preceded or 
followed them. If any one were to pretend that the path for such 
events was opened by the acts with which our love and goodwill for 
our people inspired us at the beginning of our sacred reign, such a 
one would unquestionably deceive himself, and could not impute any- 
thing of the kind to us; since we did nothing but what seemed to be 
necessary for the prosperity of our temporal state, not only to us, but 
also to the princes whom we have mentioned. As for those who, in 
our kingdom, have abused our benefits, we, following the example of 
the Divine Prince of Pastors, forgive them from the bottom of our 
heart ; we lovingly recal them to better thoughts; and we supplicate 
of God, the Father of Mercies, to turn away from their heads, in His 
clemency, the chastisements which await ungrateful men.. 

“ For the rest, the people of Germany cannot reasonably complain 
of us, were it only for this, that we were unable to contain the ardour 
of such of our subjects in the temporal order who, inflamed with the 
love of their own nation, united their efforts to those of the other 
Italian populations. Many other princes in Europe, whose armies 
were more numerous than ours, beheld themselves equally unable to 
oppose the uprising of their people. In that state of things, we, how- 
ever, gave no other orders to our troops sent to the frontier, than to 
protect the integrity and security of the Pontifical State. 

«« Nevertheless, several persons manifest a desire to behold us, with 
the other peoples and princes, declare war on Germany ; in conse- 
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quence, we judge it our duty to announce in your assembly, clearly 
and distinctly, that nothing can be more further from our thoughts 
than such a course, since we held on earth the place of Him who is 
the author of peace and lover of charity, and in the discharge of our 
supreme apostleship, embrace all races, peoples, and nations in an 
equal love. But if, notwithstanding, a great number of our subjects 
are led away by the example of other Italians, what means have we 
to repress their acts ? | 

“ We cannot here help disavowing, in the face of the whole world, 
the perfidious designs of those who in the journals propose to place 
the Roman Pontiff at the head of a new Republic, formed of all the 
States of Italy. In addition, we seize on this occasion, in our love for 
the Italian populations, to warn them diligently to keep out of these 
projects, so disastrous for Italy herself, and not to allow themselves 
to be turned away from the obedience which they owe to their princes, 
whose kindness they have already experienced. In acting otherwise, 
not only would they fail in their duty, but also they would run the 
risk of making Italy behold intestine disorders and factions every da 
multiply in her bosom. As for us, we again declare, that all the 
thoughts, all the cares, ali the solicitude of the Roman Pontiff, have 
no other end than daily to procure the increase of the kingdom of 
Jesus Christ, which is the church, and by no means to extend the 
limits of the temporal kingdom which Divine Providence has given 
to the Holy See to protect its dignity, and the free exercise of the 
supreme apostolate. Those, then, are in a great error, who, wishing 
to draw us into the midst of the tumult of war, hope to entice us b 
the bait of a greater temporal dominion. Nothing would be sweeter 
to our paternal heart, than to be able, by our labours, our cares, and 
our love, to contribute towards extinguishing the flame of discord, 
reconciling the souls of the combatants, and re-establishing amongst 
thei peace. 

‘It is no trifling consolation to our mind to know that in man 
places, both in Italy and elsewhere, in this great movement of civil 
affairs, the faithful, our children, have in no respect failed in their 


duties towards sacred things and the ministers of religion; but it is. 


also a source of lively sorrow to our heart to know that these duties 
have not been fulfilled everywhere. We cannot help deploring, in 
your assembly, that most lamentable custom which especially prevails 
in our time, of bringing to light all sorts of wicked books, in which 
ap abominable war is carried on against our holy religion and good 
morals; in which is lighted the fire of discord and of civil trouble ; in 
which the characters of the most venerable men are torn by false 
accusation. 

« We have thought fit, venerable brethren, to communicate these 
things to you this day. It remains for us now to offer to Almighty 
God, in the humility of our heart, assiduous and fervent prayers, that 
he may deign to defend his holy church from all adversity ; that he 
may look upon us with the eye of mercy from the mountain of Sion ; 


that he may protect and unite all peoples in the bonds of concord and 
peace," The Tablet, May 13. 
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* ALLOCUTION OF THE POPE ON MAY THE FIRST. 


“‘ WueEn God, by an inscrutable disposition of his Providence, called © 
us, notwithstanding our unworthiness, to fill the place of so many 
sovereign pontiffs, illustrious for their holiness, learning, prudence, 
and other virtues, we were instantly aware of the importance, the 
extreme weight, and the grave difficulties of the great office which 
God had confided to us; and raising unto him the eyes of our soul, 
discouraged and overwhelmed, (we speak openly,) we besought Him 
to assist us with an extraordinary abundance of every kind of light 
and grace. We did not blind ourselves to the difficult situation 
wherein, in every respect, we found ourselves, and it was truly a 
miracle of the Lord, if, in the first months of our pontificate, we did 
not sink under the thought of so many evils which seemed to come 
upon us, sensibly consuming our life. Nor did it suffice to calm our 
apprehensions that demonstrations of love were lavished by a people 
whom we had every reason to regard as devoted to their father and 
sovereign, and for whom we hastened with a new ardour to implore 
the succour of God, by the intercession of his Most Holy Mother, of 
the holy apostles, protectors of Rome, and of the other blessed 
inhabitants of heaven. This done, we examined into the rectitude of 
our intentions; and then, after having taken the advice occasionally 
of some of the cardinals, our brethren, and of them all, we did neces- 
sarily for the good order of the state whatever we did up to this time. 
These things, as all the world knows, were received with a joy and 
applause which served abundantly to recompense our hearts. ow- 
ever, the great events came on, not merely of Italy, but of almost the 
whole of Europe; which, kindling men's minds, made them conceive 
the design of making of Italy one nation more united and more 
compact, in a condition to rival with the first nations of the earth. 
This feeling raised one part of Italy, burning to emancipate itself. 
The population rose to arms, and the combatants are still confronting 
each other with arms in their hands. A portion of our subjects could 
not contain themselves, and ran spontaneously to form themselves in 
military order; but, once organised and provided with officers, they 
had instructions té stop at the frontiers of the state. And these 
instructions were agreeable to the explanation which we gave to the 
representatives of foreign nations; they were ‘agreeable to those 
pressing exhortations which we addressed to those of the soldiers 
who, before setting out, wished to be presented to us. Every one 
knows what our words were in the last allocution, where we said that 
it was repugnant to us to declare any war, but that we had not the 
power of curbing the ardour of that part of our subjects who, like the 
other Italians, were transported with the spirit of nationality. And 
here we will not allow you to be ignorant, that in these circumstances 
we did in no wise neglect the cares ene father and a sovereign, and 
that we provided in the manner which seerhed to us most efficacious, 
for the greatest possible security of our sons and subjects, who without 
our wishing it, found themselves already exposed to the vicissitudes 
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of war. We protested, by the words. above alluded to, against a 
commotion which threatens to break out in violent acts; which, not 
even respecting persons, treads under foot all right; which seeks (O 
great God! our heart shudders to say it!) which seeks to drench the 
streets of the capital of the Catholic world with the blood of venerable 
persons, innocent victims designed to soothe the unrestrained passions 
of men incapable of hearing the voice of reason. And will this be 
the recompense which ought to have awaited a sovereign pontiff for 
the multiplied proofs of his love towards the people! My people! 
what have I done to thee? (Popule meus! quid feci tiki?) Do not 
these wretched men see that, not to speak of the enormous excesses 
with which they stain themselves, and of the incalculable scandal 
which they give to the whole universe, they dishonour the cause 
which they pretend to serve, by filling Rome, the state, and all Italy, 
with an infinite series of evils? And in this, or the like cases (may 
God preserve us from them !) could the spiritual power which God has 
given us remain idle in our hands? Let all men know, once for all, 
that we feel the grandeur of our dignity, and the force of our power. 
O Lord! save Rome, Thy Rome, from such great calamities! 
Enlighten those who will not listen to the voice of Thy vicar; bring 
them all back to better counsels, to the end that, obeying Him who 
governs them, they may less sadly pass their days in exercising the 
duties of the good Christian, duties without the accomplishment of 
which none can ever be either a good subject or a good citizen. 

“Given at Rome, at St. Mary Major, the first day of May, 1848, 
in the second year of our Pontificate—Pius IX., Pope.” —Zabiet, 
May 20, 1848. 


*‘ THE RECENT EVENTS IN ROME, 


“ A great deal of conflicting and apocryphal intelligence has reached 
us from the Holy City ; but all that we know is that at the latest dates 
affairs were in a state of transition, and that there was much to hope 
as well as much to fear. ‘ 

“ That the Pope has declared war against Austria; that the city 
was in the hands of the insurgents ; that a provisional government was 
being inaugurated; that priests were to be excluded from all public 
employment ;—these things may or may not be true at the present 
moment, but they seem not to have been true when the latest advices 
left the Holy City. 

“ The state of facts seems to be as follows. A story got wind in 
Rome to the effect that a certain painter of the name of Caffi, a 
Roman volunteer, had been taken prisoner with some of his com- 
panions by Radetski; that they had been shot as brigands, and that 
he had been hanged on a tree with the following inscription affixed 
to his body :—‘ This is how the crusaders of Pius the Ninth are 
treated.’ The news of this barbarous insult ran like wildfire through 
Rome, where Caffi was extremely beloved, and it inspired the 
popular party with a determination to exact from the Pope a more 
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active intervention in the Lombard war. They insisted, accordingly, 
upon a formal declaration of war against Austria, and on the convoca- 
tion at Rome of a Federal Italian Diet, of which the Pope was to be 
the president. In the meantime, facts and circumstances of a very 
different kind were pressed upon the Pope’s attention. Various anti- 
Catholic prints will have it that a formal notification was made to his 
Holiness, either from Vienna, or from several Austrian bishops, to the 
effect that a declaration of war against Austria would be the signal of 
a new German schism, and thence of the emancipation of all 
catholic Christendom from the papal yoke. 

‘* This announcement was somewhat too gigantic to be true, but it 
was not on that account altogether without a certain relation to fact. 
Thanks to the governmental system which Austrian despotism has 
pursued for so many years, the church in Austria has always appeared 
to hang very loosely to the Vatican, and it has always seemed as if 
the presence of an Austrian Henry the Eighth were alone wanting to 
detach the clergy of the German part of his empire from their 
allegiance to the successor of St. Peter. How far these appearances 
were deceitful, and a deeper attachment to the Vicar of Christ per- 
vaded this part of Germany, is a matter on which these times are cal- 
culated to enlighten us; but, at all events, it is quite certain that the 
conduct of the Holy See in this Lombard struggle had excited 
throughout German Austria a great feeling of jealousy and a great 
fear as to what was to be the issue of it, In these perturbations of 
Europe, of which Austria has come in for her full share, the Pope 
was considered as having led the march of revolution along which so 
many other sovereigns have been constrained to follow him. Lord 
Brougham’s recent speech seems to have caught up and re-echoed 
these vulgar judgments of the Continent in attributing blame to the 
Holy See for those reforms which have been followed by so many 
revolutions. 

** On the one hand, then, to deal with the demands of his own sub- 
jects, and on the other to vindicate himself from the German aspersions 
that have been so freely cast upon him, his Holiness, in the Secret 
Consistory of the 29th of April, pronounced an allocution.... In 
this document, which is full of true wisdom and dignity, as well as 
true and heroic conscientiousness, the Pope makes it clear, in the first 
place, that the reforms which he has carried out in the Roman States 
have been nothing more than those recommended to his predecessor 
in the celebrated Memorandum of 183], by the sovereigns of Austria, 
Russia, France, Great Britain, and Prussia. Beyond this, his Holiness 
protests that he has not gone. He has not interfered, directly or 
indirectly, in the affairs of other States. To sovereigns he has publicly 
recommended benevolence and affection towards their subjects, and to 
subjects fidelity and obedience towards their princes: and to all a 
faithful observance of the laws of God and the church, concord, 
peace, and universal charity. If the eVent-ias not corresponded with 
these exhortations, the Pope holds himself absolved from all blame. 
If he has not been able to restrain the ardour of his subjects—fired 
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with zeal for the re-establishment of Italian nationality—can he be 
blamed for not having done more with his weak military force, than 
more powerful monarchs have been able to accomplish with their 
greater strength? ‘And yet, adds his Holiness, ‘in this state of 
things we have given no other orders to the troops sent to our frontier 
than to defend the integrity and inviolability of the pontifical terri- 
tory.’ 

“As to joining with the other people and princes of Italy in declaring 
war against Germany, the Pope ‘protests formally and loudly against 
such a resolution,’ as a violation of the duties attached to his supreme 
apostolate, and the equal charity due from him to all the nations of 
the earth. ‘But,’ he adds, ‘if among our subjects there are some 
whom the example of the other nations draws along, by what means 
is it supposed that we can restrain their ardour?’ His Holiness also 
repudiates with indignation the perfidious assertions of some news- 
papers, which declare that the Roman pontiff was to preside over the 
constitution of a new republic formed out of all the peoples of Italy. 

*“‘ He protests that such suggestions would be at once perfidious and 
fatal, and that his only ambition is to extend every day the Kingdom 
of Jesus Christ, and not to widen the boundaries of that temporal 
sovereignty with which God has endowed the Holy See. 

“Ts it possible to imagine nobler language than this, or a clearer 
perception of the duties and necessities of his office, than is manifested 
in such a document? It was, indeed, little calculated to flatter the 
popular tastes, or to stimulate the popular appetite; but it places the 
whole question in its true point of view; it justifies the papal govern- 
ment for the past; it makes clear its wishes for the future; it leaves no 
doubt on the exigencies of his situation; it frees him from all charge 
of political ambition; and at the same time it deprives those great 
potentates who have not known how to keep the peace in their own 
capitals, of all grounds of approaching or quarrelling with him, if he 
too cannot restrain the effervescence of a people vehemently bent on 
attaining an object which patriotism renders supremely dear to them. 
This allocution, too, completely justifies the view which we recently 
took of the operations of the papal troops. Their destination has been 
the defence of the papal frontier. | 

“ But, however reasonable this allocution, and however just and noble 
the sentiments contained in it, it was, as we said, by no means calcu- 
lated to flatter the popular passion. The people flocked around the 
Holy Father to conjure him to give an expression to other sentiments, 
in regard to a war, which justice, the law of nations, and the will of 
the people consecrate and sanctify. They beseech him to appoint 
another and more liberal ministry for carrying on war more vigor- 
ously against Austria, The former ministry resigned; an attempt 
was made to form a new one; but at three o'clock in the afternoon, 
on the Ist of May, it was announced in the Contemporaneo that the 
old ministry remained in office. This announcement. was accom- 
panied by an official notification that the ministry and its president 
were unanimous in the past as well as in the future; were animated 
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with a truly Italian spirit, ‘and were occupied with the measures’ 
which they conscientiously considered as useful to the well-being of 
the state and of the Italian cause. When the couriers left Rome, the 
last news was that a motu proprio had just been affixed on the walls of 
Rome; that its contents were unknown, but that it excited the joy 
and approbation of all. It is also stated that in the course of the day 
a military commissary was to be appointed, whose duty it would be to 
attend the Roman troops, and the head-quarters of Charles Albert. 


“ Since these remarks were written, we see in Friday’s Daily News 
intelligence a little more distinct in appearance, but not very decisive 
in point of authority. If it be true that the Pope is actually 
imprisoned because he will not declare war, nothing can be more 
glorious than such an imprisonment. 

“<The Eternal City is in a high insurrection. Rome may be con- 
sidered in a state of siege. Pius IX., whose name was so lately the 
symbol of Italian emancipation, and who was personally the idol of 
the people, and now pronounced a “ re-actionnaire,”’ is “‘ garde-a-vue” 
in his palace, and left nothing but the name of the sovereignty of 
Rome, and scarcely even that. The letters of to-day are more 
detailed, and some of them apparently more recent in date than those 
already given. I say apparently, because the dates are in some cases 
obscure; thus, we have a letter dated Leghorn, the 4th, referring to 
events of great importance alleged to have taken place at Rome, but 
without assigning their date. 

“« What appears certain, however, is, that when the declaration of 
the Pope against proclaiming war against Austria, and disapproving 
of the passage of the Po by the pontifical troops became known, the 
population of the Holy City rose as one man; the national guard took 
possession of all the gates; sentinels were placed at the doors of the 
residences of all the cardinals, who were detained prisoners; a com- 
mittee, of which the celebrated Cicero Vacchio was president, took 

ssion of the post-office, where all the correspondence was seized ; 
the letters addressed to the cardinals were opened and read.’ ’’— 
Tablet, May 13th. 


RomE.— RuMovurED DECLARATION OF WAR AGAINST AusTRIA.—It 
is understood, though at present the reports are vague and conflicting, 


_ that the Pope, or rather the Roman populace and the Ministry, have 


declared war against Austria. The Constitutionel quotes a letter 
from Rome, dated the 29th ult., from which it appears that Marshal 
Radetski, taking advantage of the Pope not having declared war 
officially against Austria, had shot some Roman volunteers whom he 
had captured. A painter, named Caffi, who was much beloved, and 
was extremely popular in Rome, was found hanging froma tree, with 
a paper attached to his dead body, on which wag-written ‘ Such is the 
manner in which the Crusaders of Pius FX. are treated.’ When this 
fact became known at Rome, the indignation of the population was 
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raised to the highest pitch. It was proposed to proceed to the resi- 
dence of Count Lutzoff, the Austrian ambassador, and to take signal 


vengeance on his person; but he was fortunately spared, in conse- 
quence of his amiable character, and of his endeavours to reconcile 
the Austrian government with the Holy See. The different Roman 
clubs met, and it was decided that a certain number of delegates should 
be nominated to pray the Holy Father to place himself resolutely at 
the head of the Italian league, and to declare war against Austria. 


The Pope (says a letter in Za Presse, continuing the narrative) 


accordingly convened the College of Cardinals, and then delivered an 
allocution, which has produced the most intense feeling of anxiety in 
the city. The Pontiff declares, in this speech, and all his acts since 
his accession to the chair of St. Peter have been in every way con- 
formable to the principles of che Memorandum of 1831, that, as Head 
of the church, he cannot declare war against his children; that, if the 
other Princes of Italy have taken part in the contest, they have only 
yielded to the demands of their subjects; that the pontifical troops 
were only commissioned to defend the frontiers of the states, and that 
if they have gone beyond, his instructions must have been misunder- 
stood. Whilst his Holiness was offering this explanation a great 
movement was going on out of doors. The Ministers tendered their 
resignations en masse, but the Pope refused to accept them. The staff 
assembled to deliberate ; the municipality advanced in procession for 
the purpose of demanding an explanation from the Pope, and advising 
him to abdicate, and the National Guard took possession of the gates 
of the city, and prohibited the departure of any one, whether priests, 
bishops, or even the Pope himself. It is certain that the irritation of 
the people was great, and at sundry meetings held on the nights of 
the 29th and 30th it was decided, that in the event of the Pope per- 
sisting in his first resolution, he should be deposed as a temporal 
prince but retained as Bishop of Rome, and that his place as ruler of 
the States of the church should be supplied by a Provisional Govern- 
ment. ‘On the Ist May, at daybreak, the streets of Rome were 
crowded with people impatiently awaiting the decision of his Holiness,’ 
Lastly, the Piedmontese Gazette, of the 5th inst., contains a most 
apocryphal letter from Civita Vecchia of the 2nd inst., which states 
that the Pope has yielded to the persuasions of the patriot Mamiani, 
who announced to the people that the Ministers remained, except 
Cardinal Antonelli, replaced by him, Mamiani. The Ministers pos- 
sess full power over all temporal affairs, including the question of war. 
All the private correspondence of the cardinals, which had been seized, 
was read to the public on the Capitol by a Senator, Mamiani, after 
haranguing the people, made the following declarations :—Ist. No 
priest shall be appointed to fill any public employment. 2nd. War 
shall be formally declared. 3rd. Pius IX. is the head of the govern- 
ment. 4th. A daily official bulletin shall be published of the great war. 
5th. Encouragement shall be offered to the Roman youth to arm and 
to proceed to drive the barbarians from Italy. ‘The Ministers had 
promised to press the war, and to co-operate with the other powers of 
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the State to drive out the Austrians. The Austrian Minister was to 
be expelled from Rome. The Austrian government, in conjunction 
with the Jesuits, it is said, had concerted a cabal, in consequence of 
which all the German bishops menaced the Pope with a schism if he 
declared war against Austria. 

“ The following official notice was posted up at Rome on the Ist :— 

“*The Ministry offered their resignation to his Holiness on the 
evening of the 29th. His Holiness has accepted this resignation, and 
has given orders for the formation of a new Ministry. But the nego- 
tiations on the subject not having as yet succeeded, his Holiness has 
signified to the former Ministers that they shall remain in office, 
authorising them to continue freely in the exercise of their attributions. 
The substitute to the Minister of the Interior, who had also resigned, 
remains in office with the Ministry. The Ministry with their presi- 
dent, unanimous as they have always been on all questions, are taking 
such measures, guided by their feelings of Italian patriotism, as they 
consider conscientiously to be useful and necessary in the present 
circumstances, to the weal of the State and Italian cause.’ 

“ It is needless to observe that very much of the above depends on 
mere rumour, which will be corrected by the latest news in the first 
page. 

‘The following remarks from a correspondent will be read with 
painful interest :— 

“ Rome, April 28. 

“If you had, dearest friend, to come now to Rome, you would be 
moved to tears by the mere aspect of that city, but lately so Catholic, 
and at present so much changed, in the short period of eighteen 
months, when I saw it last, that I hardly could recognise it again. 
The clergy are abused, the poor Jesuits driven away; instead of 
sermons, you hear a kind of political speeches uttered from the pulpit. 
Honest men sink their heads, and expect in a sort of stupor nothing 
but mischief to faith and religion. The head of the State is sur- 
rounded by new advisers, some of whom are, even in many respects, 
hostile to Catholicism, exhibiting in the management of public affairs 
unequivocal signs of inability and discouragement, which affords to 
the progressive party the most sanguine trust of being soon able to 
break every curb and to go beyond all bounds. Such are the pro- 
spects I have had before me since I came here. Yesterday there was 
a rumour of an intended slaughter of all the Jews by the mob. To-day 
it is a Jesuit who, on being recognised in the Corso, has been most 
wantonly outraged by members of the National Guard. Two days 
ago a Dominican Friar received a blow in the face with a stick, and 
the suppression of that order is already talked about. Is all this not 
sad enough for Rome, which I beheld so short a time ago, bearing 
the majestic stamp of that greatness and calmness which seemed to 
raise it far above all these paltry concerns of modern political sophistry ? 
Rome, which appeared to be moved only by the imposing recollec- 
tions of the past, the sublime instructions of Catholicism, and the 
splendours of art; that very Rome is now turned into a place of 
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disturbances and popular riots, of journalism and declamations, 
matching in that respect the foremost of modern cities, and beating 
them all in absurdity and bad taste. Even the air you inhale seems 
to be impregnated with revolutionary ferment, striving to overthrow 
everything. Seeing how they are going here adrift, I am really 
afraid they will soon run against the paganism of '93, if you except 
the guillotine and the noyades, which the Italians do not precisely 
require, perhaps happily, for want of sufficient energy to go that 
length. In respect of France 1 am quite of your opinion, and having 
done my best to ascertain public opinion in the provinces, | came to 
the conclusion that there is the greatest hope of the honest men taking 
at last the upper hand. ‘There they are going out of infidelity, while 
here they are just getting in.’ ’’—Jbid. 


A private letter from Rome, of the 12th inst., quoted by the Daily 
News, hints at the probability of a strong reaction on the part of the 
populace and the neighbouring peasantry. ‘The distrust of the Pope 
in the National Guard was, according to this writer, more and more 
manifested. It was the Swiss troops and old volunteers that were 
selected to guard the Quirinal. The Cardinals Lambruschini and 
Bernetti were in favour. 


The following letter is from a correspondent of the Univers, 
writing on the 8th inst. :— 


“The Pope’s Allocution produced a general exasperation among 
the ultras; the most dishonourable steps were attempted to force 
him to reconsider his decision, and to declare war against Austria ; 
but so far they have had no other effect but to exhibit his firmness. 
Most infamous placards were hawked about the streets, in some of 
which they said that as the Pope began to have scruples, the Roman 
people ought no longer to listen to him, but to act without troubling 
themselves about him. Yesterday, by way of a last insult, the walls 
of Rome were covered with an incendiary proclamation, at the head 
of which was marked in gigantic characters the word ‘ Gratis.” In 
this document were the following sentences :—‘ Let the Pope remem- 
ber the fate which the sovereign will of the people brought upon 
Francis of Modena and Charles of Lucca, and let him fear lest the 
same fate befal Pius of Rome!’ ‘ Lastly, let the Pope be well assured 
that if the duties of the priest cannot be reconciled with those of 
the sovereign, Italy will know how to constrain him to abandon and 
to abdicate his character of sovereign, if he wishes to preserve that 
of priest ?? The new Ministry, presided over by Cardinal Ciacchi, 
is a last combination, which will soon be overturned like the former 
ones. All are convinced of it. The civic guard, instead of being, 
as in France, the support of the government, is here, with a few ex- 
ceptions, completely hostile to the Pope, and, above all, to the Car- 
dinals. 

«The menaces of excommunication in the Motu proprio have only 
excited the laughter and the anger of the ultras. The pontifical 
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cockade has even been trampled under foot in one corps-de-garde of 
the Civica. And all this is said and done in the face of all Rome, 
without the government even attempting to repress these attacks 
upon its authority. Lastly, I assure you, that such is the weakness, 
or rather the complete nullity of its authority, that I have heard 
Roman princes, high functionaries of the government, say, that if 
they were stabbed with a knife in the public streets, they should not 
even know to whom to complain.”—Jbid. May 27. 


TRAINING INSTITUTION FOR NURSES FOR HOSPITALS, FAMILIES, 
AND THE POOR. 


Aut who are professionally conversant with the condition of English 
hospitals are aware of the present inadequate supply of well-trained 
nurses in them. 

Great difficulty is also found in obtaining nurses properly qualified 
to attend on patients in private families, particularly in those of the 
middle classes and of the poor, 

It appears to be unquestionable that the only remedy for these evils 
is to be found in raising up a class of nurses, who will regard their 
profession as a religious one. 

This deficiency has been long felt in other countries as well as our 
own, and attempts have been made to supply it, with various degrees 
of success. 

The Institution which it is now proposed to establish, under the 
name of “ Training Institution for Nurses,” will be founded on the 
basis of religion, according to the doctrine and discipline of the Church 
of 

Its aims will be, to elevate the character of nurses, by training them 
in a regular course, which shall fit them for their professional calling, 
and dispose them to discharge its duties in a trustworthy manner; and 
to hold out to them a prospect of a better social position than they 
could otherwise hope to attain ; and to open a legitimate field of labour 
to those of a higher class who are ready to devote themselves to this 
work, as one of Christian love, without hope of earthly reward, and 
with more or less opportunity for employment of this description in 
exercises of piety and charity. 

The means which have been found successful in forming the high 
character of the clergy and physicians of England, will, it is believed, 
be instrumental, in their proper order and degree, in preparing and 
qualifying persons to attend on the sick and dying ; and will conduce 
to promote the welfare of society, and the divine glory, by the appli- 
cation of a Christian spirit to the relief of bodily suffering and disease. 


PLAN OF THE INSTITUTION. 


It is proposed— 
1. That the Lord Bishop of London be the president. 
2. That the institution be governed by a council, under the presi- 
dency of the diocesan. dk ail 
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8. That a site be provided for it in some central position in the 
metropolis, within a convenient distance from some of the 
public hospitals ; but that it be not in exclusive connexion with 


any. 


4. That the establishment be under the general direction and per- 
sonal superintendence of a resident master, who shall be a 
clergyman of the church of England, a married man or a 
widower. 

5. That the master perform also the duty of chaplain to the institu- 
tion, and use the daily service of the Book of Common Prayer 
openly in the establishment, for the benefit of the inmates ; and 
that he give them daily instruction, and dine habitually with 


them ; 


and be not at liberty to undertake any other duties in 


addition to those of the institution. 

6. That the details of the establishment be regulated, with the con- 
currence of the master, by a lady superintendent, who shall be 
charged with all domestic arrangements, including the admis- 
sion and government of the inmates; and the appointment of 
them to their respective situations and duties. 

7. That the other members of the institution consist of three 


classes—viz. 


I. PROBATIONERS ; or young women of the age of eighteen 


or upwards, able to read and write, to be under training 
in the institution for two years; at the close of which, 
if approved, they may become nurses. 

The probationers will receive board, lodging, and 
washing in the house, and certain fixed articles of cloth- 
ing; for which they will pay 15/. per annum, or 10/. 
per annum if nominated by a governor. 


II. Nursrs ; who may be admitted with or without probation 


Ill. 


in the institution. They will nurse the sick in hospitals 
and private houses, and attend upon lying-in women. 
They will receive remuneration for their services from 
the institution, and also board and lodging, &c., as in 
the case of probationers. While they are out nursing, 
their wages will be proportionably increased, 

The nurses will be expected to remain in the service 

of the institution for five years at least; and at the 
expiration of that period they will receive from the 
council a certificate of competency and respectability, 
if they are found to deserve it. 
Sisters; to whom, especially, the institution will look 
for the maintenance of a high moral and religious tone 
in the common family of the establishment; and, conse- 
quently, for the attainment of the important general 
objects which it has in view. 

They will either be resident in the establishment, in 
which case they will contribute 50/. annually to it, and 
receive board, lodging, washing, &c., within it ; or they 
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will live with their friends, or in some private family 
approved by the master, 

The resident sisters will be admitted at not less than 
twenty-five years of age; and no one will be received 
as a sister without satisfactory testimonials of piety, in- 
dustry, and zeal, from the minister of her parish. 

The resident sisters, after six months’ trial and 
approval, will be expected to continue in the institution 
for not less than two years. 

The duty of all the sisters will be,—to be examples to 
the two other classes; to visit the sick at their homes 
(as may be appointed by the lady superintendent) and 
in the hospitals, accompanied by one or more proba- 
tioners; and to take part in the religious and other 


instruction and training of the probationers within the 
institution. 


On Governors and Subscribers. 


1. Every subscriber of thirty guineas shall become a governor for 
life. Payment of this sum may be made by three annual in- 
stalments of ten guineas each. 


2. Every subscriber of three guineas, annually, shall become a 
governor. 

3. A governor whose contributions shall amount altogether to fifty 
guineas shall be entitled to nominate a probationer once in 
five years. 

4, A governor whose contributions shall amount to thirty guineas 
shall be allowed to nominate one probationer, 

5. Governors, being members of the church of England, are eligible 
to the council. 

7. Donors of five guineas, or annual subscribers of one guinea, shall 
be entitled to recommend candidates for election as proba- 
tioners. 

The Lord Bishop of London has sanctioned the design, and has 

consented to become president of the institution. 

It has also received the approval of His Grace the Lord Arch- 
bishop of York, and of the Bishops of Lichfield, Salisbury, Gloucester 
and Bristol, Ripon, and Norwich. 

The Rev. C. Wordsworth, D.D., George Frere, Esq., and Dr. 
Latham, have consented to act as trustees of the institution. Henry 
Sykes Thornton, Esq., has consented to become treasurer of the insti- 
tution. 

The following gentlemen compose a provisional committee, to 
arrange the preliminary details of the institution, and to solicit assist- 
ance for its establishment and maintenance :-— 

Rev. J. M. S. Anderson, Lincoln's Inn. 

Rev. M. Biggs, 46, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 

W. Bowman, Esq., ]4, Golden-square. 

J. E. Bowman, Esq., 7, Chapel-terrace, Bayswater. 
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Dr. Mervyn A. N. Crawford, Upper Berkeley-street, Port- 
 Man-square, 

J. W. Cunningham, Esq., Harrow-on-the-Hill. 
Rev. G. F. Daniel, Donnington-glebe, Chichester. 
Robert Few, Esq., Henrietta-street, Covent-garden. 
Dr. Geo. Fincham, Spring-gardens. 

George Frere, Esq., Bedford-square. 

Rev. J. O. W. Haweis, Norwood, Surrey. 

C. Heberden, Esq., 20, Old-square, Lincoln’s Inn. 
Rev. Kk. Hawkins, 79, Pall Mall. 

Rev Dr. Jelf, King’s College, London. 

Dr. Latham, 36, Grosvenor-place. 

Rev. Dr. Maitland, Newington-terrace, Kennington. 
Rev. F. D. Maurice, Queen-square, Bloomsbury. 
R. Partridge, Esq., New-street, Spring-gardens. 
Rev. E. H. Plumptre, King’s College, London. 
Rev. A Pott, Cuddesden, near Oxford. 

Rev. W. Short, 43, Great Ormond-street. 

Robert Steven, Esq., 1, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars. 
Dr. Todd, New-street, Spring-gardens. 

Rev. W. G. Todd, Bristol. 

Rev. J. H. Woodward, Bristol. 


Rev. Dr. Wordsworth, Cloisters, Westminster Abbey. 


Persons willing to contribute their assistance to this object, either 
by personal exertions, or by subscribing to its funds, are requested to 
communicate with any of the members of the provisional committee, 
or with either of the honorary secretaries, the Rev. E. H. Plumptre, 
King’s College, London, and J. E, Bowman, Esq., 7, Chapel-terrace, 
Bayswater. 

Subscriptions may also be paid to Messrs. Coutts and Co., Strand, 


or to Messrs. Williams, Deacon, and Co., Birchin Lane, to the account 
of the “ Training Institution for Nurses.” 


SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS. 
The Lord Bishop of London . ‘ : L100 0 


0 
Earl of Harrowby 50 0 0 
A. Coope, Esq. ; 52 10 O 
Charles Dingwall, Esq. . 50 0 
P. W. Muir, Esq. 30 0 O 
Anon. per Rev. J. M. S. Anderson ° 30 0 O 
Anon. per J. Masters, Esq. ° ° 10 0 O 
Rev. Dr. Wordsworth . ; Ann. § § 0 
Rev. Dr. Jelf Ann, 5 5 O 
Watts Russell, Esq. Ann. 5 5 0 
Dr. Mervyn A, N. Crawford. Ann. 5 5 O 
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K. Strachey, Esq. . 
Rev. J. O. W. Haweis 


£5 

. 5 

Robert Steven, Esq. pot Ann. 3 
D. Fincham 3 
Rev. J. S. Howson é 3 
J. W. Cunningham, Esq. Ann. 3 
W. Bowman, Esq. Ann. 3 
Rev. S. R. Maitland, D.D. . 3 
R. Partridge, Esq. Ann. 3 
Venerable Archdeacon Robinson . Ann. 2 
Rev. Dr. Williams Ann. 2 
Rev. E. H. Plumptre . Ann. 2 
Joseph Paget, Esq. pairs Ann. 2 
Rev. J. A. Ormerod Ann. 2 
Robert Loder, Esq. 2 
Miss Paget . ‘ Ann. 
] 

] 

] 

1 

] 

1 

l 

1 

0 

0 

0 


> 


W. B. Marriott, Esq. 
E.,L. Birkett, Esq. 
Rev. W. Parker . Ann. 
Miss Rawlinson . Ann. 
Rev. M. Biggs. Ann. 
Rev. D. P. Chase . Ann. 
W. H. Scott, Esq. Ann. 
V. H. Lucas, Esq. Ann. 
Rev. R. Richardson. Ann. 
Strachey, Esq. . Ann, 
P. Martin, Esq. . Ann. 
Miss Maurice ‘ Ann. 
W. Powell, Esq. . Ann. 
Peter Marfin, Esq., Surgeon, Reigate Ann. 
Mrs. Lunn, St. Mary-at-Hill ; Ann, 
J. P. Norris, Esq. 

J. Conington, Esq. 

A Friend, per Rev. E. H. Plumptre ; 

F. Mey rick, Esq. . 
Rev. W. G. Todd . Ann. 
Anon, per Miss P. Maurice 
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- THE POLITICS OF THE ROMISH PRIESTHOOD. 


SrncE the appearance of the letters of Bishop Kennedy and Mr. 
Bermingham, which we printed last month, the correspondence 
has been continued, another letter from the Bishop Kennedy, 
with a reply from Mr. Bermingham, having been published in 
the newspapers. The bishop’s letter is as follows :— 


“ Deerpark, April 19, 

“ Rev. Sir,—As it is very probable that your high opinion of your 
own superior judgment may dispose you to think lightly of my views, 
especially when they happen to be diametrically opposed to those of 
so enlightened and Christian a leader of the public as the parish priest 
of Borrisokane, permit me to request your attention—your most 
serious attention—to the following document, which I trust, may still 
have some weight, even with you. The first is an extract from a 
rescript addressed in the name of his late holiness, by the Cardinal 
Prefect of the Propaganda, to the Most Rev. Dr. Crolly, bearing date 
October 15, 1844, which perhaps you may remember made not a little 
noise at the time. ' 

“<«Nésti optime, presul amplissime, que sit Ecclesiastici muneris 
ratio, atque indolis; quantumque deceat, et religionis incolumitati 
intersit, ut qui sacris sunt mancipati, Regis Pacifici Ministri, et myste- 
riorum Dei dispensatores; maxime vero, spirituali fidelium regimini 
prepositi, nullomodo se negotiis secularibus implicent; quietem, 
tranquillitatem, ac pacem, que Christianitatis vinculum, est, sedulo in 
populo foveant; subjectionem temporali potestati, in iis, que ad res 
civiles pertinent debitam, jugiter, exemplo ac verbis insinuent, et 
singularem prudentiam, animique moderationem pre se ferentes, 
Christum et hunc Crucifixum, solum modo, predicantes, quidquid 
commissum sibi gregem, vel leviter concitare, commovere, et ab evan- 
gelice legis lenitate abducere possit, cautissime devitent. Ejusmodi 
est, semperque fuit, Catholics ecclesie doctrina, quam Apostolica 
Sedes ex sui officii sanctitate, suaderi, et data occasione, inculcare, 
nunquam intermisit.’ 

“‘ How very different, Rev. Sir, is the spirit which breathes, I may 
say, through every word of this truly apostolical rescript from that 
which seems to have dictated your most unchristian epistle to the 
Nation. 

«“ The next authority to which I desire to call your attention is that 
of Pius 1X. In his apostolical epistle to the archbishops and bishops 
of Ireland, dated February 18, 1848, is the following passage :— 

““¢Ne intermittatis unquam, Ecclesiasticos viros, ac presertim 
parochos, vestra jurisdictioni subjectos hortari, ut proprise vocationis 
semper memoris, in omnibus actionibus benignitatem, humilitatem, 
mansuetudinem, modestiam, patientiam ostendant, omniumque vir- 
tutum, et bonorum operum exemplum seipsos magis indies exhibeant, 
veluti omnino decet Christi ministros.’ 
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kX. Strachey, Esq. . ‘ £5 5 
Rev. J. O. W. Haweis . 5 5 0 
Robert Steven, Esq. . Ann. 3.3 0 
D. Fincham Ann. 8 3 0 
Rev. J. S. Howson 3.3 0 
J. W. Cunningham, Esq. Ann. 3.3 0 
W. Bowman, Esq. Ann. 3.3 0 
Rev. S. R. Maitland, D.D. . , Ann. 3 3 0 
R. Partridge, Esq. Ann. 3 8 0 
Venerable Archdeacon Robinson . Ann. 22 0 
Rev. Dr. Williams ; Aon. 2 2 O 
Rev. E. H. Plumptre Ann. 22 0 
Joseph Paget, Esq. ; gd Ann. 2 2 0 
Rev. J. A. Ormerod. ° : Ann. 2 2 0 
Robert Loder, Esq.  . Ann. 2 2 0 
Miss Paget . . , ‘ . Ann. 22 0 
W. B. Marriott, Esq. Ann. 6 
E.\L. Birkett, Esq. 4 Ann. 
Rev. W. Parker . Ann. 
Miss Rawlinson . Ann. 0 0 
Rev. M. Biggs. Ann. 1 1 0 
Rev. D. P. Chase . Ann. 
W. H. Scott, Esq. Ann. 
W. H. Lucas, Esq. Ann. 
Rev. R. Richardson Ann. 3-8 
IX. Strachey, Esq. . : Ann. 1 1 0 
P. Martin, Esq. . Ann. 1 1 0 
W. Powell, Esq. . Ann. 
Peter Marfin, Esq., Surgeon, Reigate Ann. 
Mrs. Lunn, St. Mary-at-Hill Ann. 
J. P. Norris, Esq. 1 0 0 
A Friend, per Rev. E. H. Plumptre ° 10 0 
F. Meyrick, Esq. . 1 0 0 
Rev. W. G. Todd . Ann. 010 0 
Miss Williams 010 0 
Anon, per Miss P. Maurice . : : 010 0 
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THE POLITICS OF THE ROMISH PRIESTHOOD. 


SINncE the appearance of the letters of Bishop Kennedy and Mr. 
Bermingham, which we printed last month, the correspondence 
has been continued, another letter from the Bishop Sicnedy, 
with a reply from Mr. Bermingham, having been published in 
the newspapers. The bishop’s letter is as follows :— 


 Deerpark, April 19. 

“ Rev. Sir,—As it is very probable that your high opinion of your 
own superior judgment may dispose you to think lightly of my views, 
especially when they happen to be diametrically opposed to those of 
so enlightened and Christian a leader of the public as the parish priest 
of Borrisokane, permit me to request your attention—your most 
serious attention—to the following document, which I trust, may still 
have some weight, even with you. The first is an extract from a 
rescript addressed in the name of his late holiness, by the Cardinal 
Prefect of the Propaganda, to the Most Rev. Dr. Crolly, bearing date 
October 15, 1844, which perhaps you may remember made not a little 
noise at the time. 

Nésti optime, presul amplissime, que sit Ecclesiastici muneris 
ratio, atque indolis; quantumque deceat, et religionis incolumitati 
intersit, ut qui sacris sunt mancipati, Regis Pacifici Ministri, et myste- 
riorum Dei dispensatores; maxime vero, spirituali fidelium regimini 
prepositi, nullomodo se negotiis secularibus implicent; quietem, 
tranquillitatem, ac pacem, que Christianitatis vinculum, est, sedulo in 
populo foveant; subjectionem temporali potestati, in iis, que ad res 
civiles pertinent debitam, jugiter, exemplo ac verbis insinuent, et 
singularem prudentiam, animique moderationem pre se ferentes, 
Christum et hune Crucifixum, solum modo, preedicantes, quidquid 
commissum sibi gregem, vel leviter concitare, commovere, et ab evan- 
gelice legis lenitate abducere possit, cautissime devitent. Ejusmodi 
est, semperque fuit, Catholics ecclesie doctrina, quam Apostolica 
Sedes ex sui officii sanctitate, suaderi, et data occasione, inculcare, 
nunquam intermisit.’ 

“‘ How very different, Rev. Sir, is the spirit which breathes, I may 
say, through every word of this truly apostolical rescript from that 
which seems to have dictated your most unchristian epistle to the 
Nation. 

“ The next authority to which I desire to call your attention is that 
of Pius 1X. In his apostolical epistle to the archbishops and bishops 
of Ireland, dated February 18, 1848, is the following passage :— 

intermittatis unquam, Ecclesiasticos viros, ac preesertim 
parochos, vestre jurisdictioni subjectos hortari, ut propriee vocationis 
semper memoris, in omnibus actionibus benignitatem, humilitatem, 
mansuetudinem, modestiam, patientiam ostendant, omniumque vir- 
tutum, et bonorum operum exemplum seipsos magis indies exhibeant, 
veluti omnino decet Christi ministros.’ 
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“Retract your abominable letter, of which it is difficult to say 
whether it be more remarkable for its impiety or its folly. 


Your Bishop, 


ole P. KENNEDY. 
“ Rev. J. Bermingham, Borrisokane.” 


This is certainly very plain speaking: but then the question 
will present itself to every reader: Does Bishop Kennedy 
intend that all the injunctions in the pope’s letters should be 
literally obeyed, and that the clergy should give up the poli- 
tical agitation of which they are the leaders and the main sup- 
porters, and as the pope says, “ Nullomodo se negotiis secula- 
ribus implicent?” As Dr. Kennedy isan avowed repealer himself,* 
it isno want of charity to understand his letter as would seem it 
was evidently intended to be understood, not as a prohibition 
of clerical agitation, but of the particular method in which Mr. 
Bermingham was carrying it on. Bishop Kennedy has no 
objection to the moral force system of agitation—he disapproves 
of physical force. And Mr. Bermingham was one of those who 
thought proper to go the whole length of physical force, and 
avowed himself an adviser of those warlike measures to which the 
moral force party themselves must ultimately resort, if they are 
really as determined to have the Union repealed, as they profess 
to be—in other words—if their agitation of the country and their 
incessant worrying of government be anything more than what 
the physical force party represent it to be—a method by which 
they endeavour (and hitherto it must be owned with abundant 
success) to get places from government for themselves and their 
friends, The following is Mr. Bermingham’s reply :— 

“ Birr, April 21. 

‘“My Lord,—It was only on yesterday evening I received your 
letter of the 19th inst., as I have been in Birr for the last few days. 
Your letter of the 17th came to my hands late on the day before I left 
home. I could not sooner have replied to these communications, or 
either of them. 

“Tn your letter of the 17th inst. you say, ‘ There is not to be found 
a Christian man of sound intellect and reflecting mind who would not 
deem me justly criminal of a dereliction of duty were I to overlook 


* “Tae Ricut Rev. Dr, KenneDy A DECLARED RerEaLer.—‘ The Right Rev. 
Dr. Kennedy, Bishop of Killaloe, in reply to an address of confidence in his Lord- 
ship from the Catholic parishioners of the united parishes of Monsea, Dromineer 
and Knigh, uses the following expressive words :— 


“*T am, Sir, as anxious as any man for the speedy restitution of our native Parlia- 
ment—because I am firmly convinced that, by it ons, can the rich resources of our 
unhappy country be fully developed, and our suffering and patient people become at 
last, prosperous, contented, and happy. But, even this great blessing I never can 
consent to purchase by the sacrifice of religion and the horrors of civil strife. 

“* That it will come—and at no very distant day—is my firm conviction, and that 
it may come speedily, shall be my constant and fervent prayer.’”— TZablet, 
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the publication of two letters bearing your signature—the one in the 
Dublin Evening Post, the other in the Nation. Your lordship also 
tells me you will not commit the folly of arguing against me the 
palpable violation of duty and the utter disregard of the sacerdotal 
character, of which that man is plainly guilty who, while he professes 
himself the anointed minister of the God of Peace, does not hesitate 
to counsel war with all its frightful and indescribable horrors. 

“These, my lord, are grave charges, and as your lordship takes 
them to be true, as against me, and advises me to retract my letter, I 
must take the liberty to tell you that you place me in a false position, 
and not only in your own estimation, but before the public. I cannot 
suffer even you, my superior, to place me in this position, I dis- 
tinctly deny that I have counselled war, or that I have written an 
thing which could incite to war, or a violation of the duty of allegiance. 
In my letter to Mr. Meagher, I supposed that the Government, in 
order to carry out fully their coercive measures to suppress even the 
expression of discontent among the afflicted people of Ireland, would 
attack the lives and liberties of that people ; and in such an extremity 
I plead guilty of the crime, if it be one, of advising them to be pre- 
pared for the event. I don’t mean to defend every sentence and 
expression in my letter. Having thrown it off perhaps without due 
deliberation, I ‘may not have been so guarded as I ought to be; but 
whatever passages may be in it, which taken separately and in a 
detached manner, might be deserving of your lordship’s censure, a 
regard for my character requires that 1 should not allow even your 
lordship to attach to those passages a meaning which I never intended 
they should have, and which I regret to observe your lordship seems 
disposed to believe they bear. 

“I did noi, my lord, incite to war. I have spoken hypothetically 
of an outbreak, and the part the people should be prepared to take in 
such a contingency. Whatever isolated passages may scem to convey, 
this is the drift of my letter; and I do most strongly reject the charge 
of urging on the people to make an insurrection or violate the duty of 
allegiance. I have, on the contrary, in that letter professed, which I 
do most sincerely feel, unqualified allegiance to our Queen, and 
friendship and brotherly love to my Protestant fellow-countrymen. 
So far from inciting the people to anarchy and bloodshed, my extreme 
anxiety was to hold them back from such, and to save them from the 
consequences. There is nothing, my lord, which I would abhor more 
than scenes of bloodshed, and therefore it was that I recommended 
the people to wait for a day which I hoped would never arrive, and 
an opportunity which the good sense of England would never afford 
them. 

“It is always invidious to refer for justification to the acts and 
opinions of other persons, but your lordship will not blame me for 
referring to the spoken and published opinions of the Rev. Mr. 
Kenyon, a brother priest of the diocese. You have, no doubt, read 
these opinions as well as mine, and I will not do your lordship the 
injustice to say you would mete out one measure to him and another 
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tome. I might also refer to the published opinions of other distin- 
guished Irish ecclesiastics on the present aspect of Irish affairs; but I 
feel that any allusion to the writings or opinions of other persons, 
although they might palliate, would never justify my own. These 
must stand on their own merits. 

“I receive with due respect the extracts from the pontifical letters 
which you have transmitted tome. My great regret is, that I, asa 
priest, should ever mingle in politics ; but, unhappily, in this country, 
politics are the.very existence of the people, and they are almost indis- 
solubly united. If we care for the one, we must more or less mix 
ourselves up with the other. I held back from agitation, though I 
had been highly censured for doing so. It was only when I saw 
thousands consigned to famine with all its horrors, that I said I would 
at all hazards throw myself in the breach and try to rescue them. 

“ This, my lord, is the explanation of my letter and my conduct, 
which I hope will be satisfactory to you and to the public. 

“Tam, my lord, your obedient humble subject, 


BERMINGHAM, P. P. 
“ To the Right Rev. Dr. Kennedy, &c.” 


— Times, April 28. 


This is, no doubt, a most extraordinary explanation 
of the letter we printed last month. But still it may be 
asked,—how does Mr. Bermingham’s defence differ from that 
of the party to which his bishop belongs? He counsels war, 
te. as he says, hypothetically: this he says in the drift of his 
letter. And what else have Mr. O’Connell and his party been 
doing for many years back? What else is that party doing at 
present,—that party of which Dr. Kennedy, and almost every 
other Romish bishop and priest in Ireland, are the patrons—the 
supporters—the persons, in fact, who have themselves contri- 
buted the greater part of the enormous sums of money which 
have been wasted in that truly wicked and unprincipled agita- 
tion, and by whom the greater part of the remainder has been 
extorted from their poor and degraded flocks. For years, Mr. 
O’Connell and his party have been telling the people of Ireland 
that they must agitate peaceably—but that if they could not 
obtain repeal by peaceable agitation, they must have it by some 
other means. as not this the tone and spirit of all the appa- 
ratus of his monster meetings, and of all the thousand speeches 
by which he and his friends, clerical as well as lay, goaded an 
infatuated populace to such a pitch of lawlessness, as was the 
not very remote cause of those assassinations, which have made 
Roman-catholic Ireland a disgrace to the Christian name? It 
was to hear these hypothetical exhortations, that the priests 
closed their chapels Sunday after Sunday, and drove their 
people,—literally drove them like so many flocks of sheep—by 
whole parishes—to attend these seditious demonstrations. The 
only real difference between the honest and sincere part of the 
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moral force party, and the most extravagant of that party of 
which Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Bermingham are the types, is a 
question of time, prudence, discretion, and expediency. 

Either Dr. Kennedy, and those who repudiate physical force, 
are honest in their repeal agitation, or they are not. Are the 
sincere in demanding the Repeal of the Union? Ifthey are, then 
it is perfectly certain that no sane person, in either country, ex- 
pects the union to be repealed except by means of a civil war. 
And therefore, however shocking it may be, and is, to see a 
clergyman of any church inciting men to rebellion and war, the 
only practical difference—the only difference so far as the effect 
produced on the minds of his flock is concerned—between his 
exhortations, and those of his discreeter brethren, is, that he may 
bring on a premature emeute (and this, undoubtedly, Mr. Ber- 
mingham did not desire), and so may either damage the cause 
of those who are sincere repealers, or destroy the trade of those 
who are not, and who brawl and bully, merely in the hope that 
government may still think it worth while to bribe them into 
silence by places and situations. 

Mr. Bermingham’s letter, however, was a public affront 
which a Roman-catholic bishop was not likely to submit to. 
Dr. Kennedy suspended him and Mr. Kenyon from their bene- 
fices until they should give an unqualified submission. Mr. 
Kenyon, who, it appears, is in independent circumstances, 
withdrew from the diocese, and went to Dublin, and took charge 
of the United [rishman while Mr. Mitchell was in prison.* Mr. 
Bermingham, although his flock were disposed to support 
him, and, it is said, actually made a collection for him, thought 
it more prudent to submit to his bishop, and has published 
the following letter in the Dublin Evening Post, which we tran- 
scribe from the Tablet, where it has been reprinted :— 


“ Borrisokane, 7th May, 1848. 
Sir,—I deeply regret having caused to be published in the Nation 
newspaper of the 22nd of April, a letter by which I have incurred, 
and doubtless justly, the displeasure and severe censure of my bishop. 
I now fully and entirely retract this letter, as appearing to others, 
and to myself, on more mature consideration, fo have a tendency to 
lead to civil war, with its deplorable consequences. As a minister of 
religion and a Christian, 1 deeply deplore that this letter should 
have a meaning so much at variance with the teaching of our Divine 
Redeemer and his blessed Apostles; and I beg leave to express, 
through the medium of your respectable journal, these my sentiments 

of regret, and my retractation of the letter. 
I am, Sir, your obedient, humble servant, 
James Berminouam, P.P. 


* It is now stated that Mr. Kenyon is about to edit a newspaper which is to be 
called, The Felon. 


| 
i 
7 
q ‘ 


742 THE POLITICS OF THE ROMISH PRIESTHOOD. 


But is Mr. Bermingham singular, or is it anything short of 
their terror of that authority by which a discreeter hierarchy may 
coerce them into silence, which prevents hundreds of the priest- 
hood from publicly expressing their concurrence with his hypo- 
thetical exhortations to war. ‘The Romish clergy are far too 
clever and shrewd a body of men not to see, that the day for 
moral force agitation has gone by. It is no longer possible to 
supply its continual demands for money. It is no longer pos- 
sible to blind the eyes of the populace with such a palpable 
imposture, Clever men like Mr. Mitchell, men who are not under 
the influence of the priesthood, have taken up the question, and 
will carry on the agitation in their own fashion. Government 
seem beginning to discover, that to stop the agitation by pro- 
viding with places for themselves ill their friends, all who 
chose to take to the trade of agitation is impossible—and is 
neither safe nor respectable, if it could be done. So that the 
result is, that the Romish priesthood see, as plainly as their 
natural shrewdness and knowledge of their people enable 
them to see anything, first, that, unless England and Ireland 
are separated, there is not much likelihood of their destroying 
the Protestant church, and that likelihood is hourly becoming 
less; and secondly, that the only possible chance now of 
dismemberment (which is the real meaning of repeal) must 
be a civil war ;—and, therefore, we fear, that, if their real senti- 
ments were given to the public, Mr. Bermingham and Mr. 
Kenyon would find themselves supported by a larger proportion 
of their brethren than we in this country have been willing to 
believe. Meantime the following article from the Tablet will 
show that these gentlemen are not solitary. 


“Tue Carnotic CLERGY AND THE War QuEstion.—Two letters 
from catholic clergymen appear in the Nation, one of which is 
addressed to Lord John Russell, by the Rev. James Hughes, of 
Claremorris, in the archdiocese of Tuam. Addressing the First Lord 
of the Treasury, after expressing his desire that there should be no 
necessity for such an alternative, he proceeds to point out the little 
reliance to be placed on what a British army could do against the 
tactics that would probably be adopted by the repeal party, he says :— 

«“<¢ It is now universally admitted by all, on the repeal side, that a 
shorter period than six months will, in the event of your forcing on a 
civil war, decide the struggle. The six months best suited and 
adapted to ensure the triumph of repeal, are those intervening between 
the 2lst of September and the 21st of March. During these months 
there is a general suspension of all agricultural occupations, particu- 
larly for the four middle months, from October to the end of 
February. This season the commissariat of the Irish army will not 
be dependent for its supplies on foreigners. It is the season that can 
afford best to spare most hands, without prejudice to the general 
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employment and pursuit of the natives, for the service of their 
country. Every parish, or more than three-fourths of the parishes in 
Ireland, will tarn out a regiment of national guards, amounting each 
from five hundred to one thousand strong. This distinction of 
parishes must be most strictly observed, as the inhabitants of the 
same parish will not only know each other, but will, in a crisis, and in 
some cases of great difficulty, be not only most faithful to each other, 
but also to the national cause. In cases of the expediency of the 
- concentration in any certain place of a force from 10 to 40,000, the 
guides and the conductors will be principally selected from such a 
place. This will be best calculated to crown with success ever 
engagement with the enemy, particularly the nocturnal skirmishes, 
from a more perfect knowledge of the leaders, of the different advan- 
tages that will be presented through walls and hedges, groves and 
plantations, hills and valleys, bridges and rivers, bogs, mountains, and 
trenches over the country. Every, the most trivial circumstances and 
incidents, must be made industriously available to the advancement 
and success of the national cause. I need not remind your lordship, 
that out of 2000 parishes in Ireland, 1500 of them will furnish. each a 
* body of national guards, varying from 500 to 1000 of determined and 
vigorous fighting Irishmen, making an army of not less than 750,000, 
advantageously located over the country, under the management and 
guidance of resolute and intrepid Irish officers. There is not a day 


that passes that does not develope unmistakeable evidence of what 


part the catholic clergy of Ireland will take in this emeuée, in their 
respective districts and parishes, should your lordship’s misguided zeal 
force it on the country. In this crisis the motto of the people of 
Ireland, flocks and pastors, shall be “ guis separabit.”. The warfare 
system will be to render, as far as it can be accomplished, entirely 
useless, and to paralyse the efficiency of the artillery, cavalry, and 
infantry of the enemy, by every craft and stratagem, in which the 
well-furnished and well-constructed pike will prove the most destruc- 
tive and successful instrument. Everything approximating to general 
engagements must be carefully avoided: the meetings and encounters 
of the enemy must be principally conducted by night, except when 
victory by day appears morally certain. Every night from the Ist of 
October to the Ist of March, will supply ten hours for worrying the 
enemy. When they approach by day the villages, to destroy the corn 
haggards, the opportunities for successful resistance will be most 
favourable. Then the field fences, ditches, garden enclosures, hedges, 
bushes, narrow passes, &c., &e., will present so many embarrassing 
obstructions against them, and serve for the national guards as so 
many ramparts and barricades. All care must be taken to remove 
every description of cattle, in all directions, some six or eight miles 
from the enemy’s camp. What will most multiply their difficulties 
will be the conveyance of provisions, after advancing any considerable 
distance into the interior of the country, from the attacks to which 
their escorts will be from all quarters exposed through the country, 
by day and by night, from the national guards, with whom they will 
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be sure to be surrounded in all directions. The repeal forces will 
have to remove, every morning one hour before day, at least three or 
four miles from the enemy, for the purposes of rest and refreshment. 
By this arrangement they cannot be affected by either the artillery or 
cavalry of the enemy; nor will the infantry consider it expedient to 
pursue them that distance, from the danger and various disadvantages 
to which they would be exposed in a strange country during the short 
days and long nights of winter.’ 

*‘ The rev. gentleman then goes on to show that no solid reliance 
could be placed on the Irish constabulary and Irish soldiers, whose 
feelings would be the same as those of their relations. 

««¢ They must, necessarily, have an eye to their own future happi- 
ness and to that of their families, in the country of their nativity, after 
the expiration of the term of their civil or military servitude. These 
men are all, of course, familiar with the doctrine which is inculcated 
on the subject of allegiance between sovereigns and their subjects by 
the most profound jurists of our country. They know well that this 
allegiance is a correlative term, which enforces reciprocally on the 
sovereign the rigid performance of certain duties towards his subjects, 
as well as the subjects towards their sovereign, and that by any viola- 
tion of those duties, by either party, the obligations of the compact 
on the other party are instantly disrupted. They are, at the same 
time, acquainted with the scriptural instructions of Protestant Arch- 
deacon Paley on this matter—* that if the public expediency be the 
foundation, it is also the measure of civil obedience; that the obliga- 
tion of subjects and sovereigns is reciprocal; that the duty of allegi- 
ance is neither unlimited or unconditional; and that the submission 
which surrenders the liberty of a nation, and entails slavery upon 
future generations, is enjoined by no law of rational morality.” ’ 

“ The remaining part of the letter is occupied with remarks on the 
ex officio informations. The other letter is from the Rev. E. Murphy, 
R.C.C., Molahiffe, to Lord Clarendon, in which he speaks of the 
growing spirit of discontent, and the determination of the Irish people 
to bide their time, and to worry his lordship.” —- Tablet, May 20, 1848. 


But these are hot-headed enthusiastic Irishmen, who have a 
strong way of speaking, and say more than they really mean to 
do. Let it be so. But what do English Romanists say on 
these subjects? We shall beg our readers to read with 
attention the following article from the Tablet of April 29th, 
and to judge for themselves :— 


THE IRISH REVOLUTION, 


Tue Nation of last week does us the honour to quote some sentences 
from the Zablet in reference to the recent exploits of the Archbishop 
of Milan, and thus introduces them :—“ The Zablet, moving with the 
march of Revolutions, [ sic] justifies itself by Catholic precedents and 
concurrences in a way as impossible to be got over as a barricade.” The 
words we have marked in italics suggest the necessity of a few 
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explanations, in order that if what we write is of any importance 
whatever in the coming or current struggle, there may be no mistake 
about our meaning. This is the more necessary, because in the 
present fearful crisis, the words [sic] of a journalist may be the dives 
of his readers; and it therefore becomes a matter of strict duty for 
every journalist to weigh his words well, and to let nothing eseape his 
pen on Irish affairs for which he cannot give a strict account at the: 
Judgment seat of Almighty God. ‘ 

Nothing is more difficult in any strife which rouses the passions of 
mankind, than to convey to the minds of the combatants on either. 
side any meaning which does not directly tally with the vehemence of 
either side. A direct affirmation is readily understood, and a direct 


negation ; but anything between the two is almost sure to be misun- 
derstood, 


The Nation seems—perhaps inaccurately—to furnish an instance of 


this in the words we have now quoted. It says that the Zablet is 
“moving with the march of revolutions,” and that it ‘justifies itself” 
for so doing. If we understand the Nation's meaning, this is a mis- 
take. The Zab/et is not “moving ;” sees no occasion to move ; wishes 
(under all the circumstances) that it could see any occasion to move. 
What it does is simply to stand still and to justify itself for adhering 
to opinions which have stood an airing of several years, and have not 
yet been modified in the slightest degree by the “march of revolu- 
tions. 

When in times of comparative tranquillity we expressed our opinion 
that physical force was in the abstract justifiable ; that there was no law 
in Ireland to bind the sulyects’ conscience to obedience ; and that the 
whole question was one. of expediency and prudence—a portion of our 
readers, we suppose, took these for so many words of course, attached 
no practical value to them, and were startled not a little by our repe- 
tition of them in these times of threatened convulsion. 

On the other hand, when in these same turbulent days we repeat 
this same belief, adding to it a strong and earnest protest that in our 
opinion the decisions of prudence are still on the same side as hereto- 
fore ; that a physical force resistance would be unwise in the extreme ; 
and that insurrection at the present moment (or at any other moment 
within the limits of our calculation) would be another name for 
butchery—some readers (and we suppose the Nation among them) 
take it for granted that these latter phrases are only words of course, 
and that our real opinions are in favour of physical force. 

Now, if we were simply anxious about keeping within the verge of 
the law, and pushing inflammatory language as far as it can safely go, 
culpably indifferent about the consequences to those whom our 
language may influence, we should have no reason to quarrel with 
these opposite misunderstandings, and might, perhaps, leave our 
readers to grope their way through the mazes of such dishonest 
insinuations. Our purpose, however, is somewhat different from 
this. It is true the case is surrounded by difficulties, and where so 
much depends on local knowledge of the moment, there would be no 
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lack of excuse for us if we chose to hold our peace. But as our wish 
really is to convey in the most distinct form possible, the best opinion 
we have been able to arrive at, we know not how to do so more effec- 
tually than by telling our readers that we really mean what for some 
years past we have been constantly saying—neither more nor less. 

It would be the grossest hypocrisy for us to make believe that a general 
insurrection in Ireland at the present moment involves the “ sin of rebel- 
lion,” or the legal crime of treason. We believe the Union to be not 
law ; the Imperial Parliament a usurpation ; the powers exercised in 
its name to be illegal ; and the awful sanctions of conscience and duty 
to be on the side of those who stand—on the battle field if necessary 
~-=for the Queen, Lords, and Commons of Ireland. The Acts of the 
Imperial Parliament to coerce insurrection have exactly so much 
authority as force lends them, and no more, Of the “ divinity that 
doth hedge” legitimate rule under any of its forms they have not a 
particle ; and we regard them exactly as Gil Blas regarded the injune- 
tions and threats liberally bestowed on him by the occupants of the robbers’ 
cave. We feel extremely anxious that there should be no mistake 
about our opinions on this point. What we say may be true or false ; 
but we believe that the pith and kernel of the Repeal question is con- 
tained in what we have now stated. There are many great though 
subordinate reasons for Repeal; but the greatest of all is, that the 
Union keeps Ireland under the dominion of a government which the 
people—whether truly or falsely, at all events most obstinately— 
persist in believing to be an illegal government; a sheer and naked 
tyranny ; a government whose edicts are not clothed with the authority 
of law, and are not reverenced as law should be reverenced ; a govern- 
ment whose functionaries are not entitled to consider themselves the 
ministers of God—even if their mandates chance to be the wisest that 
human sagacity and uprightness could devise. A more frightful 
position for a nation to be placed in can hardly be imagined. We 
desiderate Repeal to put an end to a government which is not a 
government ; which nine-tenths of its compelled subjects deny to’ have 
legal authority ; and which we fully believe would be so regarded by 
them a hundred or two hundred years hence if by possibility it could 

endure so long. 

To the difficulties in the way of a native parliament—the social 
difficulties more particularly—we are by no means blind. But what- 
ever these may be, they sink into insignificance when contrasted with 
the hopelessness of the attempt to continue a rule which, after so many 
centuries, has brought so little fruit. Look back any number of years 

you please, and tell us whether English rule is to be maintained in 
reland, in order to accomplish in the future a corresponding result to 
that which has illustrated the past? Does the solid, stolid English 
beefeater desire to retain his hold over Ireland in order that the next 
half-century may be like the last? That the fifty years from 1848 
to 1898 may exhibit the same kind and amount of progress as have 
developed themselves from 1798 to 1848? Or that the next century 
and a half may be spent like the interval between Dutch William and 
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English Victoria? Or that in the two centuries that are to follow we 
may do as much towards drilling and organizing Ireland as we have 
done since 1648? Surely the result of all our labours may be stated 
very shortly—We have failed. We are the finest people in the world ; 
the ablest, soundest, most resolute, persevering, orderly, sensible, 
humane, and industrious. Above all things we are remarkable for our 
respect for law and our fondness for legal methods; but yef*turing 
these centuries (and many more) we have literally done nothing 
towards convincing the Irish peasant that our law is his law; is, for 
him, in any sense, and in any way, a copy of those divine behests for 
which, after his own fashion, he has a most extraordinary reverence. 
Having failed to this extent, it really becomes important that we 
should open our eyes to the magnitude of the failure ; to its hopeless, 
irreversible, fatal, final character. We have not, we do not, we shall 
not, we cannot govern Ireland. Looking at it practically and merely 
as a social fact with no eye to theory at all—what exists in Ireland 
under that name is no more a government than is the administration 
of the hulks. It isa sham; a false pretence; a miserable delusion. 
It performs none of the functions of government, and exercises none 
of its wholesome influences. 

It is well, then, both for our own sakes and for the sake of Ireland, 
that Englishmen should begin to understand that this antiquated 
rottenness, which time has rendered hoary but not venerable, is not 
government; is not law; has no one title of legitimacy; and no 
reasonable prospect of earning that truly august appellation. It isa 
thing built up by force; maintained and continued by force; which 
will continue so long as force holds it together ; but which will never 
stand upright by any principle of internal cohesion or organic life. 

But though this Government is unquestionably doomed and must 
pass away, the question of prudence still remains behind ; and a very 
grave question it is. Upon that as upon the former point we see no 
reason to change our opinion, and we are justly anxious to be under- 
stood upon it. Force would be justifiable if it were prudent, but in 
such a struggle as that now contemplated we see no chance of success, 
unless, indeed, for the convenience of Ireland, Providence should elabo- 
rately create an opportunity which no human foresight can anticipate. 
If such an opportunity were to offer itself; if a crisis were to appear in 
the affairs of England; if external embarrassment coincided with 
internal discontent; if a serious complication in the state of Europe, 
such as years, or even a very few months, may bring on, were to demand 
of this empire the union of all its strength and force to struggle with the 
difficulties that beset it—then Ireland not only might, but would be able 
to demand her liberation from the yoke of an alien parliament, and 
extort her freedom without shedding a drop of blood or drawing a sword 
Srom its scabbard. 

Nay, at this very moment, if her shifting and ill-cemented elements 
could be joined together by any strong compression, and presented to 
the English Government as one mass firmly bound and permanently 
held together—so to remain to the discomfiture of English statesman- 
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ship until her wrongs were effaced and rights secured ; if, for instance, 
O'Connell were still alive and in his vigour, or if the crisis could show 
us any substitute for O’Connell equally rational, practical, and lasting 
—we believe that Ireland might and would succeed, and without 
shedding a drop of blood would be left free to do what was in her 
towards yefounding her own social life. 

All this might and would be done without arms; without physical 
force. But if without waiting for such a crisis, and without such a 
fixed and permanent cohesion as we have described, Ireland bursts out 
into partial insurrection, and makes it a question of military strength 
between Great Britain and Ireland, we see only one issue to the 
conflict, and that a most disastrous one. In a word, the conditions of 
this struggle are—as it seems to us—very simple. Whenever Ireland 
is strong enough to gain repeal by fighting, she is more than strong 
enough to gain it without fighting. If she is sufficiently united to 
carry on a successful war, she is more than united enough to extort 
her liberties without war. This is our settled conviction; and if ina 
matter so uncertain one might venture on the foolishness of predicting 
anything, we should say that when repeal comes—and come it will— 


it will come, not dy fighting, but either in spite of fighting or by the 
means of peace. 


This may be very prudent and very cautious. But—in point of 
morality, religion, and loyalty, in what respect does it differ 
from the hypothetical exhortations of the Berminghams and 
Hugheses, and Kenyons and Mitchells. It is, after all, agreed on 
by all parties of Romanists both in England and Ireland, who 
come before the public (the exceptions are individuals of no 
great weight or influence), that force and civil war are lawful, 
if necessary and safe. They may differ as to the questions of 
the time and circumstances which may make them safe and 
necessary. As to the principle, they are substantially agreed. 
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